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TO MY PARENTS 
whose years of unending devotion 
and unfailing sacrifice 
have made this paper possible 
 
I. THE BEGINNING OF PURITANISH 
In the whole terminology of history there are few words 
more difficult to defino than "Puritan", for it was never 
used by contemporaries with precisely the same significance, 
end it has denoted vory different qualities at different epochs, 
It is a word that has borne so many doctrinal, dogmatic, poli- 
tical, administrative, social meanings in the course of the 
past four centuries that it is hardly possible to present one 
definition acceptable to all, 
in modern language, the most conmon use of the tern 
"Puritan" dravs attention to that aspect of its meaning which 
is historically the least important. To the moderm ears the 
word naturally suggests the dour look and the sombre habit, 
familier in fiction and art, as typifying an austere code of 
morals and a harsh and narrow outlook upon life. 
But though this view of Puritanism as a social and moral 
force is a direct inheritance from the 16th century and is 
true, to a certain degree, of what then came into being, the 
word had another and a historically older signification which 
i   
is apt to be forgotten. Frimarily the Puritan stood for 
purity in church life rather than for purity in personal life 
or conduct, which was thought of:as a corollary. Their demand 
was for a complete reformation, for the abolition, in matters 
of religious worship and ecclesiastical governmont, of all 
that they thought had been superimposed upon primitive forms. 
The term “Puritan” was coined during the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth. Because of the bloody persecution that was carried 
out by Queen liary, many Englishmen left England curing her 
reign and sought safety on the continent. Since the obnoxious 
religious enactments of Mary's reign were repealed in the 
reign of Elizabeth, many of the men that had fled from England 
during the Marian persecution returned again to England during 
the relatively calm years of the reign of Elizabeth. 
With the influx of these continental exiles, there now 
existed in England more perceptibly than ever a somevhat large 
influential group in favor of the service and discipline of 
the Gonevan and Lutheran Churches. They held the continental 
model to be purer and more nearly in accord with the primi- 
tive worship. These reformers began at the time of Elizabeth 
to be styled "Puritens", because they urged the establishment 
of a puror ecclesiasticism. The term "Furitan" was first em- 
ployed in a very odious senses 
 
1. Daniel Neal, The History of the Furitans, vol. Is p. S6=- 
"Such as refused to contorm and subscribe to liturgy> 
ceremonies, and discipline of the church were branded by the 
bishops with the odious name of "Puritans$" 







As for some characteristics of the Puritan movement, we 
note that the differences in theology held by the Anglicans 
and Puritans took thoir rise in vastly different psychological 
attitudes toward the fundamental problems of theology - man, 
the universe, God, = and, differing in their premises, these 
two parties necessarily reach opposite conclusions.” 
The Puritan regarded God, the Father, the primary and 
omipotent source of all things, whose pre-eminence and per= 
fection hopelessly sundered the Creator from the created. God, 
the Invisible, was necessarily separated from the visible 
world by a gulf impassable for finite beings, by a gulf as 
broad as the distance between divine perfection and human sin- 
fulness. As an earthly finite being the Puritan saw that he 
could never by his own offorts so free himself of earthly 
influences as to approaeh the divine standard of perfection. 
Yet, God in His grace, had sent Jesus, and in Him tke Puritan 
found the only and perfect Mediator, by the wnion in-whose 
person of the divine and human, this gulf between God and man 
was bridged and that salvation made possible for man which 
he could not of himself attain. 
If, moreover, God might save, He might also condem, By 
His ommiseienee God knew all the elect from the beginning 
pefore the world was end, through His grace, had destined them 
for salvation. Tne rest He had also destined for damation. 
2. R. G. Usher, The Reconstruction of the English Church, 
vol. I, pe 78.  
The furitan saw himself separated forever from the divine 
bliss by his human imperfections. Although the Furiten hoped ° 
that God offered him through His Son salvation among the elect, 
he fearcd that God, finding him unworthy, condemmed him to 
hell. Which was his fate the Furitan did not lmow, and the. 
suspense tortured hin, 
The Puritan impressed upon himself that he alone was 
responsible for his conduct toward God and man, that he was 
individually capable of assuming the burden and could not lay 
it upon the Church or accept any test of right and wrong pre= 
pared by any ecclesiastical whatever as relieving his orm 
conscience. Such a theology made the Puritan morose, despon= 
dent, morbid, introspective. 
As his individual existence became all in all, the 
Puritan's individual relation to God was possible and even 
clearer without an earthly mediator, Indeed, between him and 
God, he wished but one mediator, Christ. Ceremonies were, he 
now sew, unnecessary and even a hindrance to this spiritual 
communion. Vestments and ceremonies, the Puritan thought, 
distracted his attention from the Divine, the Invisible, and 
the Perfect, to the transcient, the visible and the imperfect. 
The Puritan therefore became hostile to those sensuous forus 
which had grow up with Christian tradition. The church ser 
vice he therefore centered about the sermon and the prayer, 
as the appeals of an individual to his God. 
The Anglican approach to theology, on the other hand, .  
emphasized God as infinitely near to His children, infinitely 
loving, gracious, kind. God and the world were in some mys= 
terious way intermingled, the Visible with the Invisible, 
both being but two parts of the reality in the mind of God. 
The Anglican believed that the material and spiritual vorld 
of God touched, Instead, therefore, of nerceiving an infinite 
abyss between God and man, the Anglican felt. the mysteriscus 
presence of God everywhere about hin. 
As the basic belief of the Furitan shaped his service, 
the Anglican symbolized in ceremony this mysterious union of 
the Invisible and Visible. Instead of the transition, as the 
Puritan thought, from within outward, the Anglican's thoughts 
wero from without inward, from the material realm about hin, 
through the tie of ceremony, to the mystic spiritual world 
beyond. 
The Puritan approach to theology made them therefore an 
anti-Sacramentalist group. They regarded the Church as having 
two functions =~ those of teaching end discipline. The 
ministers of the Church vere persons selected and appointed   by the whole body for the purpose of carrying out these two functions of teaching and discipline. Wo supernatural gift was 
considered to be lodged in the ministry, nor any in the ordi- 
nances which they administered, Baptism being simply a formal 
sign of admission to Church fellowship, tho Eoly Commmion a 
sign that such fellowship was maintained, snd the ministerial 
function, the administration of each, simply the preaching of
the Word by exhortation, prayer, and the reading of the Lord's 
words of institution. The practical working of this anti- 
Sacranontel principle involved the destruction of everything 
but the mere shell of the building in the Church of England, 
The Puritan discipline system was also much different than 
that of the Anglican Church. Instead of supervising morals 
by the old ecclesiastical discipline of the Episcopal courts, 
the Puritans wished to substitute for these courts local or 
parochial courts in which a select vestry ~ such as has long 
been Imown in Scotland under the name of "Kirk-Session" ~ was 
to take cognizance of ell offences against morality or religion, 
end administer "Church=censures" to the offenders.” 
Although the Puritans had definite ideas in regard to 
chureh govornment, ceremonies, election and other matters, it 
would be hazardous to generalize and say that Puritanism was 
@ crced endowed with defined dogmas and a constructive eccle=- 
siastical policy. Furitanism was, more strictly speaking, 
rather an attitude of mind which exprossed itself not in one 
form only or with an equal degree of insistence.* 
As a constructive force, Furitan thought in England was 
destined to follow two main Lines of development, the Pres= 
byterian and the Independent. Fresbyterianism became at an 
early stago a recognized model of ecclesiastical government » 
but it would be untrue to say that English Furitanism, under 
S. Je H. Blunt, The Reformation of the Church of England, 
vol. 2s Pp. 396-97. 
4. Ge Be Tathan, The Puritans in Power, De Be 
   
‘as a purely religious movement. It was probably meant to be 
Elizabeth end King James I, was represented by a Presbyterian 
or Independent party. The body of Puritan feeling in Englend 
had not at that time become identified with ano party or 
parties, but it existed rather as an influence which directed 
men's minds more or less forcibly towards a further reformation 
in the Church. 
Neither can we when speaking of Puritanism designate it 
a@ purely religious movement when it first originated. However, 
from almost the very begimning of the Puritan movement, the 
purely religious problems in the conflict did not stand alone 
but were merged in questions of secular politics. Furitanism 
wes thorofore to some extent also a political movement. The 
Puritans were especially popular with the rising middle class, 
especially the land owners. Working together, the Puritans 
and the rising middle class sought to curb the power of their 
common enemies - the Crow and the bishops. 
The Puritan movement as such may be dated from the earlier 
part of Elizabeth's reign. The name "Puritan" first came into 
use as the designation of an English Church party about the 
year 1564." 
During Elizabeth's reign, the vicious enactments of 
"Bloody Mary's" reign were repealed, and the acts of Henry VIit 
end Edward VI, setting up the Episcopal Church of England, 
were resurrected and put agein on the statute books. One of    Se Jeo Us Blunt, op. cite, pe S91. es eee AL ELAKE MEMORIAL LIBRARY CUbDCUORLLA SEMINARY , SE, LOUIS, [i 
Elizabeth's earliest acts was to empower a conmittee of divines 
to revise the liturgy. Two important acts were passed during 
Elizabeth's roign = the twin Act of Supremacy and Uniformity. 
The Act of Supremacy compelled all loyal Englishmen by oath 
"to-aclmowledge the queen to be the only and supreme governor 
of her kingdoms in all matters and causes, as well spiritual 
as tempora1.'"® It was a clause in the Act of Uniformity which 
gave birth to those famous courts of High Commission and Star 
Chamber which meke so prominent a figure in England in the 
ecclesiastical history of the next eighty years. 
The High Commission consisted of nineteen ecclesiastical 
commissioners who were appointed for enforcing the Act of Uni- 
formity and the Act of Supremacy. These commissioners, or any 
six of them, wore empowered to summon juries and witnesses in 
any pert of England for the trial of offenders ageinst the two 
statutes nemed, “and also of all and singular heretical 
  
opinions, seditious books, contempts, conspiraces, false rimourss 
tales, seditious mtisbehaviors, slanderous words or showings, 
published, invented, or set forth by any person or persons 
against us, or contrary or against any the laws and statutes 
of this our realm, or against the quiet government and rule of 
our people and subjects."" They were to try all offenses com= 
mitted against Divine Service or the clergy, and to put in 
force the laws made against those who absented themselves from 
church. They were also to try all offenses against morality, 
6. W.Carlos Martyn, A History of the English Puritans, pe140. 
7. J, He Blunt, op. lise PEL SEeES. ae 
having authority to punish such offences with fine or ine 
prisonnent. 
This Court of High Commission existed for eighty yoarse . 
During this time its jurisdiction was frequently called in 
question by the judges at Viestminster, who alleged that it 
encroached unconstitutionally upon the jurisdiction of the 
bishops in their Diccesan Courts and that it inflicted great 
hardships upon the subject. Its action at length became so 
obnoxious that, in 1640, it was abolished by Act of Farlisment. 
Through the oppressive measures under Elizebeth, the 
Puritans were gagged and expelled from the pulpits. Thereupon 
the Furitans took recourse to the press. A war of pamphlets 
ensucd, Accordingly, in 1566 the Star Chamber issued a decree 
forbidding the publication of any book which criticized the 
state ritual under severe penalties, 
It was also in the year 1566 that the Furitans divided 
into two elasses.© Hopeless of any consideration within the 
Established Church, some men determined that it was their duty 
in their present circumstances to soparate from the Established 
Church, and to assemble as thoy had opportunity in private . 
houses or elsewhore. These were called "Soparetists." But by 
far the greater number of Furitans still adhered to the Church 
of England, and continued to do so for many more years. The 
letter “would not use the habits nor subscribe to the ceremonies 
enjoined, as imecling at the sacrament, the cross in baptism, 
 
8. We Cc. Martyn, Ope Cites Pe 158. : 
i  
the ring in marriage; but they held to the communion of the 
ehurch, and willingly and devoutly joined in the conmon 
prayors,"? 
Thonas Cartwright, a professor of divinity at Cambridge, 
was probably the leading Puritan light in this period. Cam-= 
bridge had come wnder Puritan influence, end Cartwrischt spoke 
vigorously against wheat he considered the blemishes of the 
Established Church. Finally, Cartwright was expelled from the 
University ond driven by his foes across tho channel to Antwerp, 
Looking over Elizabeth's reign, great problems had been 
settled in her reign ~ England would never be Catholic, would 
never be Spanish, Yet, great as the legacy of the queen was 
to the State, she loft little to the Church, save unsolved 
problems she should have met, and a weak organization she should 
_ 
have strengthoned.-° 
Hlizebeth insisted on only cne religious test ~ that her 
subjects be willing to swear allegiance to herself as the 
Church's governor. *+ Elizabeth made the Church a symbol of 
royal authority within the nation. Having for the Church little 
personal ‘sympathy and less vital interest, she hed never ad= 
vanced its weal unless the good of the state demanded it. 
"Blizgabeth did not reform tho Church but only swept tho rubbish 
behind the door. Furitan movement may be said to have sprung 
out of the shock of that disappointment ."** 
9. Strype, Life of Grindal, p. 168, quoted in ll. G. marty 
ode Cites eo a 
49s Finks Ushers oP. Te hse of Hirifanian, pe 7. 
1B. Ibid, De 8.   
IIT, THE PURITANS STRUGGLE FOR POWER 1603-1640 
The Struggle Under King James I 
When King James I began his reign in 1605, there was no 
such thing as a "Furitan Party" in the sense of e strong, 
unified organization of men having the seme aims. Instead 
there were a number of grouns which agreed only in opposing 
the form of governnent exemplified by the Establishment. The. 
Brormists had no relations with the Berrowists, and the Dise 
ciplinarians disowned then both. The Disciplinarians =- the 
party of Cartwright, faignolds, Chaderton =~ alone possessed 
anything approaching an organization. 
Between 1590 - 1605 the Furitan party had made great pro- 
eress, growing from 162 to 261 ministers.” For the most part, 
the earlier movement, with some exceptions, had been one of 
Cambridge men, with its adherents chiefly in the counties 
grouped about the University. Wow we find that a considerable 
number of Oxford men are among the brethren, that the Puritans 
are found in most of the southern and sastern counties of 
England.” 
The reasons for the growth of Puritanism are to be found 
neither in the unusual learning and ability of the Puritan 
 
1. Re. Ge Usher, ODe Cites vol. 1; pp. 248-49, 
2. ibid, vol. 1, Da e 
eo Se 
ministers nor in the ardent support accorded them by a large 
section of the English people. “One must rather look into the 
complicated and pezplexing economic and institutional condition 
of the Church. 
When Henry VIII rad assured to the laiety ena? the Crom 
the rights of presontetion which were connected with the old 
monastic property, he had given them practically the control 
of the personnel of the clergy. Tho judgement and discretion, 
the personal ideas and sympathies, as well as the fanily 
interest of some noblemen were now to decide tho type of man 
who should supply the vacant benefice. If that layman were 
himself a Puriten, there was no legal obstacle in his presenting 
a Puritan minister to a benefice in the Church. If he cone 
trolled ten benefices, he might fill every vacancy with a Puri- 
tan, for the bishop was legally bound to accept the patron's 
nominee, unless the nominee was gravely deficiont in charecter, 
learning, or doctrine. The great land lords had accumilated 
mumbers of these rights of presentation scattered over various™ 
counties. From these men, the greater part of the fruritan 
ministers held their benefices. Cthers became private chap= 
lains in the landlord's homes, or in those of their friends and 
velativos. ’ 
The same circumstances which had made the advowsons 
temporal property, had made them heritable and saleable © -~- 
 
4, Ibid, vol. 1, ps 269. 
property. ‘There was therefore nothing that could binder a 
man from purchasing rights of presentation solely for the 
purpose of creating places for Furitan ministers. 
These circumstances made the Disciplinarians a “party” 
and enabled them to exist in the Church, lore than. that, it 
maintained them in the Church, despite the efforts of the 
Episcopate. Inasmuch as the execution of the ecclesiastical 
laws was entrusted largely to the gentry, in conjunction ‘with 
the bishops, they were usually able to protect their friends 
from Episcopal interference. 
By the favor of the gentry; the Furitan ministers were 
introduced into the Church, By the favor of some bishops and 
the wealmess of the administrative fabric they were maintained 
theres 
The Puriten parishes furthermore paid stipends double or 
treble any sum that one could expect in ordinary parishes. 
Especially the youthful students who had hazy ideas on doctrine 
end church government, could not fail to be influenced in his 
eepotenl of the Furitan idees by the fact that the Puritan 
perish offered him a much better means of support. 
The parishioners of the 16th century also aided to lend 
more impetus to the Puritan movement. For the most part the 
parishioners were ignorant and consequently indifferent to the 
niceties of religious qeaedee Their ignorance manifested . 
g€self in their credulity in believing nearly everything that 
was told them. Probably not more than one third of England    
in 1605 could read, or sign their neme-in wavy characters on 
important occasions.” 
Porsessed with this ignorance, the parishioners of this 
time could hardly be expected to contradict a fluent young 
man who arrived from Oxford or London with the epvrobation 
of the Church and the greet lord of the district. It is 
Aifficult te conceive where any parishioner could heve been 
eble te detect wherein their minister had infringed the cere-_ 
monial rules or overstepped tho limits assigned by the Thirty-= 
Nine Articles. Traditional liking for the old forms most 
Likely in many cases produced a strong reaction against the 
Furiten practices of appearing without a surplice, omitting 
to Imecl, to face the altar and the like; but in the main, 
uany conrregaticns allowed the minister to proceed in his none 
conformity; because they were too ignorant to lkmow whether or 
not he was breaking the law of the Church, and too indifforent 
to care if he dide 
Statesmen and bishops Imew very woll that the vast 
majority of the people were uot enthusiastic adherents of any 
church, thet they possessed no intellectual equipment suf= 
ficient to enable them to choose between the various ideas 
discussed before them. The parishioners’ indifference and 
igmorate would ensure their support to any form of service 
which the local authorities should favor. The people, on the 
 
5e Ibid, vole ls pe 270.  
whole, followed the religious ideas of their natural 
  
leaders = the lo¢al gentry, noblemen, cr burgesses, who were . 
their landlords or employers. 
To say thet the clergy in 1605 wes conformebic, meant 
only that it was not actively hostile to the church to which 
it belonged. in the high offices of the Church were men of 
great ability and hcely life, not unfit to be compared with 
the imglish ecclesiastics of any preceding or succeeding ege, 
men whose cheracters, as well es their positions, clained 
general respect .° 
On the other hand, the ordinary country clorrynan and, 
indeed, the inferior clergy taken as a whole, appear as 
belonging to another class, lower in social status, education, 
end general qualifications. As distinguished from the cathee 
dral clergy and the episcopal officers who were almost without 
exception men of university training with one or more degrees; 
the parish clergy were for the most part ignorant and without 
degrees.’ 
The number of ignorant men in the Church was naturally 
influenced by the fact that the Crown and laiety controlled 
the presentations to the majority of ail the benefices, and 
holding such views as they did of the subservience of ecclesi- 
astical to political interests, preferred to appoint men who, 
although: ignorant, were safe politisally. The Crown and 
laiety followed this procedure rather than take the risk that 
  
7. Ge B Tatham, Ope fC Cites PPe 41-2. R. G. Usher, Ope Gites 






the man with learning might becozie troublesome. Once in 
office, political oxpediencz: required that men should not 
be removed, cxcent when their belevior tended te sedition 
and popular unreste 
Furthermore, the income from ths majority of the bene- 
_ Pices was. not sufficient to support a lesimed men or offer 
him sny inducement. The clergy were phialists because only 
by combining the incomes of tye mr more cures could they be 
supported at 211. Thoy were non-resident because no man could 
reside in two pleces at the seme tine. “There are in this 
recin," wrote Whitsift in 1585, "more than 4500 benefices with 
cure, not above the value of 10 pounds in her Majesties books, 
the most of them under 2 pounds, hich cannct be places for 
maintenance of sufficient and learncd men, and in them now be 
their meane ministers." 
Consequently pluralities and non-residence were, in 
1605, the result of «en honest attemot to better the quality 
of the clercy, and to improve the administration of the Church, 
Without pluralities the Church could not have retained those 
learméda and efficient men upon whom rested the whole weight 
of the ecclesiastical fabric. : 
There is no question that the clergy of the 17th century 
were poor =- poorer probably than in the perlods which pre- 
ceded and pocassdede, The Reformation had impoverishec the 
 
6. Strype, thitgift, I, S71, quoted in R. G, Ushers op. Git., 
vol. lL» Peo 219. 7 
9. G 3B. Tathan, Ove Cites De 420 





revenues of the Church and, at the sanc time, the substitution 
of married clergy in a eyabem desimned for the support of 
celibates had edded to the difficulties of the situation end 
rendered the servants of the Church worse off then they had 
been in pre-Reformation dayse 
The clergy as a whole also suffered because of the low 
estimation which the gentry held of the cle?iéal profession. 
John Lachard, the Master of 5t. Catherine's Hall, Cambridge, 
thought that the chief causes of the evil state of affairs 
were the facts that the ministry was overstocked end underpaid, 
and that the gentry designed “not only the weak, the leme, and 
usually the most ill-favoured of their children for the office 
of the ministry, but also such as they intend to settle 
nothing upon for their subsistence, leaving them wholly to the 
bare hopes of Church prefexment 2° 
fhe igmorance of clergy in general was surpessed by that 
of their parish officers, for, in meny instances, the clerk 
covld neither read nor write, and the wardens and questmen 
vere "commonly poor artificers or other laboring nen," 
Therefore, a great deal of non-corformity was sure to result 
purely by ignorance of the lew and by inefficiency in 
executing vhat they understood it to be. “Aylmer declared in 
1581 that there were not in the whole country of Essex, with 
its S50 odd parishes, seven churches where the service was 
10. J. Eachard, Grounds and Occasions of the Sonternvt of 
: quote’ e e ltatham, oe: Pekde the Clerry (1670), pi & CD.c 
Sno i. Steype, Whiteift, Ill, S75, quoted in R. G. "Ushers 
















performed in identically the same way, and yet he could find 
only three where the Prayer icok was not used, "22 
Visitation records abound with proof that non-conformity 
found its efficient cause largely in tho ignorance, insuffie 
ciency, indifference, and poverty cf the lower rank of the . 
church officers. in one parish there had been but one sermon 
in Your years sand others had but one a yoar,-* and cightcen 
out of fifty-one purishes in the Archdeaconry of Nerwich come 
Plain in 15977 that they had no monthly sermons. The rectors 
of many parishes curtailed or omitted service on Sundays and 
holidays for reasons quite the reverse of conscicntious.>? 
From this igrorance in clergy and officers, and from the 
indifference which sprang from it, resulted the decay of the 
parish churches which helped the Puritan cause no little. 
Sut James I himself also helpec give impetus to the 
Furitan movement, though unintentionally and indirectly. Unfor= 
tunately for the Church, with the divine right of kings; 
Javies associated the divine right of bishops, for the reason 
that the bishops were not only friends of the throne but also 
upholders of the divine right of kings. 
This was highly pre judicial to the Church. The unpopuje 
larity of the throne led to the unpopularity of the Church; 
 
12. Stryne, Aylmer, 135, quoted in R. G. Ushers ope Cites 
vol. 1 PeLi2 
13. "Pretherpes Norwich Archdeaconry, quoted in &.G.Usher, 
ibid 
“Ii. Wisbeach, Wisboach Archdeaconry, Diocese of Ely, 1608, 
quoted in R. G. Usher, ibid. 





the cause of Puritonism came to be identified with that of 
civil liberty, and the ceuse of the Church with that of 
tyromny.t This resulted in Puritenism and Farlicsment joining 
forces for the struggle to bind the hands of King and church- 
men for the purpose of securing liberty in constitutional, 
civil, and religious matters. 
Few kings have received the auspicious welcome that James 
received when he ascended the throne of England, Contemporary 
accoumts for the months of April and Nay, 1605, convince one 
thet cveryone anticipated that whatever James decided would 
ko fine. l? So widespread had been this belief thet various 
political croups, and at least three religious bodies, had 
been paying aaovet! court to him from th:c. moment when his 
eceession seemed probable. 
Jemes I, the first representative of the House of Stuart; 
had reiened in Scotland since his infancy. ‘When it was made 
known that James was to be the successor to Elizabeth, the 
Furitans, conscious that Presbyterianism was firmly established 
in Scotland vhere James had been ruling, rejoiced believing 
thet Jemes mst’ a Puritan in disguise. They therefore looked 
forward to his coming as the event which shoulda restore the 
pristine form of Christianity and the rule of the godly on 
earth. However, the Puritans? rejoicing was premature, for 
James had had violent clashes with the ministers in Scotland. 
 
16. A. H. Hore, History of the Church of England, pe. 520. 
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fhe experience which King James hed of fresbyterianism had 
not enanoured hin with its charms. "My mother and I," he said 
to his privy counsellors not long after his arrival in Eng- 
land, "have from our cradles been haunted with a Furitan devil, 
and I fear it will not Leave me t111 I get into my grave.™8 
Seeing in James ea potential defender of their faith, the 
Puritans presonted thelr "Millenary Fetitiorl'to the King while 
he was on his way to London in 1605. This retition recolved 
its nase because it was sald te have been subseribed by a 
thousand hands although there wore not more Shan eight mmdred 
hands out of twonty ive counties on? Ths potition is ontitled, 
"Me Inuuble petition of the ministers of the Church of England 
Aesiring reformation of certain coreuoniés end abuses of the 
church." 
This Millonary Petition was studiously humble in its 
language, moderate in its demands, snd indecd expressly dis- 
claimed all desires for a change of church goverment. It 
conteined with the exception of a few ceremonial matters 
nothing that the bishops thomselves were not sager to accone 
plish. Therefore this combination of the most moderate 
Puritan pleas with the reform platform of the bishops was a 
most effective move on the, part of the Puritans.“? Delighted 
with the reception of this petition, the TFuritans became 
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busily at work drawing up other petitions, sccuring signa= 
tures, and collecting evidence of episcopal short-comings. 
With petitions pouring in upon Charles, Bancroft, who 
was destined to become the Archbishop of Canterbury, was afraid 
that after all James might favor the Puritan Book of Disipline. 
Before James ascended the throne, Bancroft continually kept 
in touch with James through correspondence to make sure that 
those Furiteans wouldn't dupe James into some compromise, 
Bencroft was certain that the differences between the 
Puritans and the Church were too fumdamental to admit of a 
real compromise or to permit longer toleration. tHe believed 
the broach was too deep to be. closed by the yielding in this 
or that trifle, too fundamental to be removed by argument on 
the minor points about which the strife raged. On his belief 
that the breach between the Furitans and the Church could not 
be crossed, Bencroft later based his policy whon he became 
Bishop and Archbishop. lle was sure that nothing could change 
the attitude of these men toward the Church end that there was 
nothing, left to do but exclude them from its doors. 
In their turn, the Catholics also saw James as the 
defender of their feith. The Catholics had heard of James! 
secret negotiations with the pope and of his interviews with 
Jesuits and priests, of his desire to uphold Huntly and the 
great Catholic Earls of Scotland against the presbyteries.”+ 
 












With the Furitan, Episcopel, and Catholic parties nego=< 
tiatins with Jemes before his accession to the throne, James 
hed all three perties euting out of his hend. vernes had fully 
apprehended the situation, hed received all overtures graciously, 
haeé meade vague and crandiloquént statements to all parties but 
had quietly kept his actual ideas ond intentions to himself, 
The result was exactly what he wanted - evexyone enthusizs= 
tically awaited his accession. 
Soon after his accegsion to the throne, James celled the @ 
conference of Hampton Court in order to settle church matters 
in disputo, Ths first idea cf a confersmce of Puritans and 
bishors appcarcd in the lillenary Petition. Ths calling, of 
this Hampton Court Gonfcerences «t ones invested the Puritan cc 
commLaint with dignity end importence, gave the Furiten 
left the impression that Episcopacy snd the bishops were in. the 
main responsible for its evils because they were the mnes of 
whom the Puritans complained. “* 
The Conference eventueliy met om Saturday, Monday, and 
Nodnesdey, January 14, 16, and 18, i504, in the drawing Yoom 
of the King's privetc apartments at Hampton Court Falace, and 
from its place of meeting acquired the name by which it is 
Imowne , Z 
Tree accounts of the Conférence have come dow to us, 
all written by persons who were present; one by Toby Ma
tthew,  
25: 
_ Bishop of Durham,” a second by Barlow, then Dean of Chester,” 
and a third, corrected by the king's ow hand, by Galloway, 
the Scotch minister, who was permitted to be present and take 
pert in 1¢,°4 
Yost likely five Puritan advocates took part in this con- 
ference.”” On the first dey of the conference, Saturday, 
Jemuary 14th, the King and some of the Church party sat with 
closed doors, the Puritan advocates being excluded. This was 
unfortunate as it might argue an unfair preference for the 
Church on the King's psrt. .It was not unreasonable thet the 
King, who hed been brought up a Presbyterian and was therefore 
sufficiently acquainted with Furitanism, shovild desire to learn 
something about the doctrine and the discipline of the Church 
of Englend. However, it would heave been better if James had 
sought his Imowledge eat a different time and at some other. 
place. 
On the second day, the Puritan representatives as well as 
the bishops end deans were called into the presence of the King 
and Privy Council. Dr. Reynolds then stated the Furitan case, 
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desiring to have alterations made in the Thirty Nine Articles, 
to have the special doctrines of Calvinism set forth in nino 
additional "orthodox assertions," and to have the Prayer Book 
so revised as to exclude the points to which the Puritens 
objected. 75 
On the third dey, it was determined that some verbal 
olterutions should be made in the Preyer Seok with reference 
to the points which the King had laid before the bishops tho 
preceding Saturday, and some moasures wors taken to meet the 
complaints of the Furitans respecting the working of the High 
Commission Court. Hovwevor, the demands which had been made 
fer substantial changes in the Prayer Book, for the intro- 
duetion of the "Disciplines," and for the authorization of 
"Prophesyings" were quietly rejected; nor would the King and 
Privy Counssl assont to the reiterated request that imcoling 
ait Comminion, the use of the surplice, and the sign cf the 
a
 ress in Baptism should be abolished. 
The practical result of the Hampton Court Conference, as 
regards the purpose for which it was called, was relatively 
very unimportsnt. One most important result was, howevel, 
the authorization of the revision of the English Bible which 
gave to all Unglish-speaking people the world over the Pancus 
Authorized King James Versione ‘ 
It.con searcely be said that the Puritans had a fair 
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hearing at this mecting. The King considered himself a creat 
master of kingeraft; he was said to be the "wisest fool" of 
the day. His language to the Furitans was from the first tak 
the lest unbecoming and violent. Wing James now told —. 
Dr. Reynolds that the Puritans must either conform "or I will 
herrie them ovt of the land or hang thom. "27 me Puritans 
complained that "the king sent for their divines, not to have 
their scruples setisficd, but his pleasure propounded; not that 
he might Imow what they covld say, but that they might mow 
what he would do,"'2% lieal voices a similar opinion of the con= 
ference, "thus ended this mock conference, for it deserves no 
vetter neme, all things being previously concluded between the 
ling; and the bishops, before the Puritans were brought upon 
the stage, to be made a spectacle to their enemies and borne 
dovm not with calm reason and argument but with the royal 
authority, "I approve,* or 'I dissent,'; the king meking 
himself both judge and party.""9 
Tyo weeks before the Hampton Court Conference Carturight, 
one of the initiators of the Puritan controversy and probably 
its greatest light, died. Eight weeks later Archbishop 
Whiteift also died. Bishop Bancroft, an ardent conformist, 
' now sueceeded Whitgift as archbishop. 
The Parlianent of 1604 was now awaited by all parties 
with expectation and even with apprehension. After the Hampton 
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Gourt Conference of this same yeer, James resolved to enforce 
conformity, and, as a result, a considerable number of the 
clergy were deprived of their benefices for refusing to comply. 
These Puritans now found supnort in the House of Gormons on 
the ground that it would be well at a time when there was a 
dearth of good preachers to retain the servicos of mon who were 
notoriously conscientious, and who were morally end intellec- 
tually qualified for the fulfiliment of their ministerial 
o-fice. Lut the temper of the laity who sympathized with the 
non-conforming clorgy was still less likely to lead to resis— 
tance than the temper roused in them by the levy of the new 
imposltions ie Though external peace was Waiuboeincds there 
Was now a riit between the Crovm and the House of Commons, a 
situsticn or which the luritans took advantage. 
Almost simultancously with the assenbling of Parlianent 
in 16G<, the Convocation over which Bancroft presided adovted 
the Book of Canons sanctioned by the King. These canons are 
conmionly referred to as the Canons of 1604. in these cenons 
it was maintained that "all objections to the Book of Common 
Prayer, the apostolical character of the Establishment, or the 
ordination of bishops, and all abettors of other churches 
independent of the Legal one, were exconmminicated and abandoned 
to tho wrath of Goa,"°4 
jhese Canons of 1604 were the first legislative enactment 
of the English Heformation which deserved to bear the nae 
50. S. R. Gardiner, The Constitutional Documents of the 
Puritan Revolution 1625-1660, pp. avi 
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"sonstitution." In the Canons of 1604 is consummated the 
first complete and coherent codification of English ecclesi- 
astical practise. By actual count, 97 of the entire 141. canons 
were old and 44 were new. The Canons of 1604 included 47 
Ganons aimed without doubt against the Furitans, and 10 
directed for precisely similar reasons against the Catholics.” 
Fully conscious of the fact that, once the new canons had 
been passed, they would be in an entirely different position, 
the Puritans had striven to block the passage of that’ code by 
every means in their power, But all the parliamentary attempts 
to orcect a legal barrier against the new Canons ey their 
execution had failed, 
Realizing that the cause of the discipline was at stake 
and that to yield now meant permanent failure, these Puritan 
ministers stood out stoutly in the party conclaves against 
subscription or conformity. By supporting these men, the 
gentry wore really keeping the Puritan party alive, despite 
the Law and the Canons. 
Neither were the ejected ministers inclined tamely to the 
bishop's censures. In the first place, they all appealed from 
the bishop's decision and thereby kept him from inducting 
anyone else ixito their benefices. Thus, although they could 
not preach themselves, these cjected ministers had the satise 
faction that no one else could. in this state of affairs, 
these ejected ministers would have a pretext for the next moves 
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a loud outery from them and their lay friends that, because 
of the deprivation of the godly and pious, the cures were 
vacant, the sheep unfed and therefore likely to be devoured 
by the Josuitical wolves in the absence of a shepherd. 
Por somo tims, these ejected ministers did succeed in 
putting the bishops in some unpleasant situations, for James 
had strictly commanded the bishops to see that none of those 
perishes that had been deprived of their ministers should lack 
preaching. The bishops did very likely the best they could 
end had some of the Licensed university pvroachers as well as 
the clergy of their own dioceses who lived in the immediate 
vicinity read services in those churches. Nevertheless, the 
bishops were powerless to provide a regular incumbent so long 
as the appcals were ponding.” 
Some of the Puritans went very far in their determined 
opposition. Catlyn of Northampton, finding himself suspended, 
locked the door of his pulpit with his own hand end put the 
key in his pocket to make sure that no one else should mount 
his pulpit. °* 
Contemporaries are by no means agreed as to the number 
of Puritan winisters that were deprived. liost Furitan state- 
ments give the number as 3500. Archbishop Bancroft however 
alleged that only 60 had been deprived who were fastious.°> 
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The large figure given by Puritans can probably be accounted 
for by the fact that since the whole body of Puritan ministers 
felt themselves in danger of deprivation, the recurrence of 
the figure S00 may be interpreted as designating the mmber 
who feared deprivation. "The whole 300 were not even sus= 
pended, mich less deprived, and the chief evidence lies in the 
fact that a considerable proportion of them conformed. The 
Bishop of Feterborough wrote to the Frivy Council that he had 
persuaded as many to conform as he had deprived, fifteen, and 
this too, in a diocose which was supposed to contain more 
obstinate and willful Puritans than any other in Englana."°5 
As a result of the Canons of 1604, the lines of the con-= 
tending parties were beconing distinctly dravm. The Established 
Church and the ilonarchy on the one side were arrayed against 
the Furitan clergy end considerable numbers of people, 
especially the gentry, on the other. In this quarrel Parlia- 
ment began to side openly with the Puritans, not because its 
members agreed in toto with the dissenting religious tenets, 
but because the Church had injudiciously declared itself 
ageinst the highest political aspirations of England. So the 
Commons favored the sect which was their natural ally in the 
struggle against civil despotism.” 
As a result of the Canons of 1604 Episcopacy was rirmly 
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esteblished in England, but James was not content to rest on 
his laureis. In the fall of 1606 James wanted to extend 
Spiscopacy into thet Presbyterian stronghold, Scotland. The 
Presbyterian ministers of Scotland objected so vigorously to 
this scheme of James that cight of the most prominent of them 
were summoned before the King in London to explain their con=- 
duct. dames did succeed in establishing Spiscopacy in Scotland 
but not a tzue Episcopacy in the strict sense of the tern. 
For the real power in Scotland, still rested, as it always had 
since 1592, with the synods and presbyteries. ‘The bishops 
were never endowed with independent authority or initiative 
but becamo permanent chairmen of the Church assemblies and 
courts, and permanent officers to carry out the orders and 
sentences which had been agreed upon. 2 
In England, the Furitans were adding the lawyers to their 
list of allies, archbishop Bancroft's scheme for remodelling 
the ecclesiastical fabric by administrative orders and through 
the decision of his courts, had received a severe check from 
the readiness of the common law judges to issue prohibitions, 
and, what was more important, to sustain them. The Furitans 
intended to lose no opportunity to strengthen the hands of the 
common lawyers, ‘ho contest between the Church and the Furie 
tans was not ended but was resumed with new vigor, new courage, 
and a new purposee 
BG. Re. Ge Ushors ope Cites Vole 25 Pe 772. 
   
For the past fifteen months, the Furitans hed not been 
idle but had produced at least a dozen pamphlets full of logal 
end theological arguments which furnished their lay friends 
  
ample material for parliamentary specches. Many of these 
hinted that the Canons of 1604 were illegal, because they had 
not been confirmed by Parliament. Inasmuch as the laiety were 
not represented in Convocation at ell, the Satholics and the 
Puritan laymen clained that the Canons were not binding upon 
them. The Puritan ministers felt that they too were not repre= 
sented in Convocation, that the bishops and their underlings 
were without proper authority to legislate for the Church at,. | 
all, and they too rejected the Canons es illegal. . On the other 
hand, Henry VITI, Elizabeth, end James all considered that the 
assent of the laiety to ecclesiestical legislation had been 
given, once for ell, by the assent of Parliament to the legis- 
lation of Honry VIIT, and that the right of the leiety to 
assont to Canons had then been delegated for all future time 
to King snd Convocation. 
fo counteract the execution of the Canons of 1604, the 
Puritans resorted to the use of the temporal courts as a 
weapon against the Church. Weturally, the Furitans centered 
their attacks on the central point in the ecclesiasticel system, 
the High Commission Court, which alone possessed the power t6 
fine and to imprison. 
As a result of these Puritan attacks upon the ecclesiastical ‘ 
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courts, there were many debates upon legal controversies. 
The debates centered about the vroblem of the conflicting 
jurisdictions of the temporal and ecclesiastical courts. 
Sir Edward Coke was the spokesman for the temporal courts, 
whiie Archbishop Bancroft represented the ccclesiastical 
courts. By common agreement victory at the time was tacitly 
acknowledged to rest with Coke and the conmon ew." The 
Archbishop accepted Coke's precedents and maxins, und the Chief 
Justice agreed that he would not enforce his legal rights to 
the detriment of the Church, The High Commission therefore con 
tinued till 1640 to fine, imprison, and cite men out of their 
dioceses. 
In the moantime a warm controversy sprang: up between the 
Furitens themselves as to the lewfulness of the policy of 
separation. It resulted in this that the lergor portion of 
the Puritans decided still to adhere to the Establishment. *~ 
The Puritans that tool this course of action were influenced 
by the reflection that tho Establishment was a true church, 
though they esteemed 1% corrupt in ceremony, anc by the fact 
thet the Separatists were even more persecuted than themselves. 
The more rigid of the Sevaratists were, on the other 
hand, already preparing to leave England. It was in 1607 that 
many of theso Separatists took their sad farewell of dear, 
cruel England. Since the Low Countries were then the most 
tolerant countries, most of the exiles were attracted to thom. 
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But this continental career of the Separatists was no gala 
festivel either. They were strangers in a new land with 
whose language they wore mostly unacquainted. Besides, these 
Separatists had been pred to agricultural pursuits, but now 
in the Netherlands they were forced to learn the mechanical 
trades. It was these same Separatists who, after expericncir 
hardships in the Hetherlands, yearned for a true and lesting 
home and found it in America in 1620, 
The death of Archbishop Bancroft on November 2, 1610 
merks the close of the period of reconstruction of the Church 
of England. Except for the fulfillment of the plans for the 
reconstruction of the High Commission by the issuance of the 
Letters Patent of 1611, Abbot, the new Archbishop, busied 
himself but little with the administration of the Church. *” 
Although Bancroft had done great things for the Establishment 
as en institution, nevertheless, at his death, the greatest 
issues had not been settled nor the worse difficulties obvi- 
ated. The situation hed been modified not remedied. The 
clergy was still ignorant, non-resident, and pluralist. Their 
incomes were - in general, as inadequate as before; the coer= 
cive power of the High Commission and of the ecclesiastical 
courts had been diminished rather than increased. lorevers 
the Puritens, though suppressed, were neither demoralized nor 
disorganized but tery active. 
When Bancroft passed away it was supposed that the 
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saintly and learned Andrewes would succeed hin. *> But Abbot, 
Bishop of London, a supporter and a man totally in sympathy 
with the Puritans, had written a book which gave as incorrect 
a deseription as wes possible of James! character; Abbot 
described him as "being zealous like David, learned as Solomon, 
religious as Josias, careful of spreading the truth as 
Constantine, just as Moses, undefiled as Jehosaphat or Hozekiah, 
clement as Theodosius."“* Abject flettory coupled with Scot= 
tish influence prevailed with the King so that George Abbot 
was translated to Canterbury on April 9, 1611, to the joy of 
the Puritans. 
Abbot's rule of 22 years strengthoned the hands of all 
the ecnemios of the Anglican Church. Under his presidency the 
High Commission Court becane exceedingly obnoxious to the 
public mind. Tho non-conforming clergy who had been obliged 
to give up their public ministrations, now took their places 
agein in their churches wearing no surplice, moving the cone 
munion table into the body of the church, encouraging the 
laiety to receive the Holy Commmion standing or sitting 
instead of Imeeling. As far as possible these non-conforming 
clergy dropped all usages which were disapproved of by the 
Presbyterians. *° 
The year 1511, the year of Abbot's accession to the 
Archbishopric of Canterbury, also marked the completion of 
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the King James Version of the Bible. At the request of the 
Puritans in the Hampton Court Conference, James appointed a 
new translation of the Bible to be executed by the most 
learned men of the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge. 
Fifty-four of the chief divines from both universities were 
nominated to undertake this gigentic and important task. 
Sinco some of those nominated died soon after, the work was 
Pinally undertaken by forty-seven divines who wore Givided 
into six companies, each company heving its particular section 
to translate .*® The work on the translation was begun in 1606, 
and 1611. marks the date of its completion, 
In order to repress the further growth of ruritanisn 
James I needlessly, end much to Abbot's disgust, wounded the 
feelings of the Puritans by sanctioning in 1615 a "Book of 
Sports," which allowed Sunday amusements. By this manifesto 
magistrates were directed not to disturb “any lawful recrea- 
tions, such as dancing, ocither of mon or women, archery, 
leaping, vaulting, “hitsunales, or May games ."*? The Puritans 
regarded Sunday as a Fast-day rather than a feast. To do any 
worl: on that day, mich more te indulge in any amisement was 
pronounced by some of their party to be es great a sin as to 
commit mrder or adultery. Therefore this enactment by James 
provee to be terribly offensive to the Puritans. 
Jemes policy of repression was reasonably effective in 
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checking the open spread of Furitanism. An ominous calm 
fell over the religious scenes during the closing years of his 
reign. But, nevertheless, the forces of dissent were geining 
strength and quietly extending their following throughout the 
lend when death ended the reis of Jemes I in 1625, 
Leoking back over Jemes' reign we find a contimal 
etrugele between Eing and Parliament, Parliament became cone 
vinced thet the Stuart theory of government which James had 
inaugurated wes radicelly opposed to that which es Enslishrien 
they had cherished. The furitans and Parliament therefore 
found in each other strong allies for the struggle to linit 
the powers of the King end churchmen for the purnoese- of securing 
liberty. That the Furitens found a powerful elly in Ferlia- 
nient is what gave them strength and encouregement even when 
the vreth of the King: and Bishops was being poured out on 
theme 
Yinat factors were responsible for that ever widening 
rift between James and Parliament that was so important to the 
Furitan movement? James was evidently out of touch with the 
national feeling of his time, and, although he was often 
wiser in his aims than the House of Commons, he usvally sought 
to attain these aims in an unwise ways? &t the same times, 
Jomes* Linencial difficulties, caused partly by an unevoidable 
growth of expenditure, but pertly also by his lavish generesity 
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fo his favorites, led hin to press tne real or supposed rights 
of the Crowm farther than Elizabeth had cared to press thors 
The most important financial step taken by Jemes was tho’ 
levy of lergely increasec impositions, The claim of James to 
levy impositions naturally raised opposition in the House of 
Commons, as it aifected not merely the pockets of the members ‘ 
and their constituents, but also the constitutional nosition 
of Parliament. -The frequent convocetion of Parliament becane™ 
a necessity for the Growms and the House of Commons, in pro= 
portion es the Grown entered upon unpopular courses, saw its 
opportunity of bringing the Crown to act in accordance with 
its wishes by delaying or refusing a grent of subsidies, If 
however the King covld substitute 2 certain revenue from 
Impositions, levied by prerogative for en uncertain’ revenue 
from subsidies granted by Parliament, he would be relioved 
from the necessity of consulting Parliament except in really 
momentous crises. i 
Although the rift between Parliament and the King helped 
the Furitan movement to a great degree, nevertheless, the real 
energy of the Furitan movement was supplied by the Puritan 
preachers. Preaching becane fashionseble under James and was 
more pnd more resorted to by ail parties. *? The increase in 
the circulation of the Bible kept pace with proaching. 
Richard Greenhem and Henry Smith are responsible for 
launching Puritan or spiritual preaching. The spiritual 
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preachers were the dominant figuros in the pulpits of London 
and became the chie# animating force for soneatiag Puritanism 
in ail classes of society. During his reign. James I made the 
fatal error of alienating the pvlpit et a time when he was 
alienating a public which was already habituated to turning 
to the pulpit for inspiration and suidence. The more the 
royal policy fell into disfavor, so much readier became ell 
elements in the population to listen to the Furitan preachers. 
The preachers could and did make themselves strong by winning 
converts, by fashioning minds, by rousing imaginations whether 
of peors, squires, morchants, lawyers, vloughmen, artisans, 
shopkeorers, apprentices, or leborers, °°? 
liakine use of Cambridge as its seminary, the reform party 
built up for itself what ean fairly be called a kind of 
Puritan order of pranching brothers. As a rule, they accepted 
ordination, but as time went on they tended to avoid formal 
undertaking of the cure of souls, thet is, regular appoint=— 
ments as parish priests. That too often involved responsi~ 
Slities for strict performence of observances which presented 
aifficulties to their conscience. When they did accept pre=- 
sentetion to a living, it was generally at the hands of a 
synmathetic patron from among the Protestant nobles and squires 
and with some show of agreement consistent with Presbyterian 
principles on the part of tho parish. Often they found sup= 
port and’ the opportunity to preach as chaplains or tutors in 
great households, but the post which characteristically they 
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found most congenial and, we may add, remunerative was that 
of lecturer or special preacher to a congregation, for which 
the ordinary and prescribed services were performed by a 
regularly invested person. = The lecturer in such cases 
might or might not succeed to the ineunbency. 
Therefore it becomes evident when reviewing the reign of 
King James I that his reign was responsible for great in- 
creases in the number of those who espoused the Puritan cause. 
The similar increase in the number of papists is also evident >” 
On the other hand, this increase in the numbers of Furitans 
end papists naturally resulted in a decrease in mmbers of 
those who were enamored with the Episcopal hierarchy. This 
increase in the numbers of Puritans was promoted by the great 
success of the Puritan preachers, and indirectly by the arbie 
trary maxims of tho state that the king had advanced which 
resulted in Parlienent and Puritanism joining hands in a com-= 
mon struggle to curb the power of the Crowm and hierarchy. 
James was pursuing a course opposed to the wishes of the poople 
and watering the seeds already sown which were sure to bring 
forth their fruit under his successor. Under James, the skix 




52. De Neal, Ope Cites Vole 2s De 165-4 
5S. A. H. Hore, Ope Cites De SciSe 





fhe Struggle under Charles I 
The death of James I, on larch 27, i625, raised to the 
throne Charles, his third and only surviving son, one vho had 
wholly been brought up in the Reformed Ghurch of England as 
none of his predecessors of the Reformation period had been, 
But some very serious difficilties and disadvantages con-e 
fronted Charles imnacdiately upon his accession to the throne. 
First of all, he found an impoverished exchequer and a 
people comparatively unaccustomed to taxation. Charles! 
predecessors, since the beginning of the Reformation, had 
obtained a large part of the funds necessary for carrying on 
the government of the country and its defence by. the confis- 
cation of church property and the sale of Crowm lands. Charles 
could only obtain such funds by taxation, Therefore when the 
Puritanized House of Commons refused to vote supplies, except 
in exchange for encroachment of the liberties of the Church 
and the authority of the Crown, he was almost driven into that 
unwise course of levying taxes under the name of loans. This 
enebled Charlies to carry on the government for about eleven 
years without calling Parliament together, but this action 
eventually shook the constitution to pieces. : 
Another problem Charles had to contend with was the 
rising influence of the House of Commons. The power of a 
growing middle class formed a larger element every year in 
carrying out the governmental business. The people were con~ 
tinmually ecrpeeping to a higher level in Imgland. The entrance 
  
  
of the lesser nobility and of the smaller landed proprietors 
into the House of Commons provided thém with resolute and 
determined leaders. As a result the Commons had become more 
wealthy and more powerful than the House of Lords, and the 
Commons was determined to make its power fe1t.>* We GC. liartyn, 
commenting on the wealth the House of Commons head acquired, 
says that "the active brains and the industrious fingors of 
the people grasped so vast a portion of the public wealth, that 
it was found, on the opening of Parliament in 1628,. that the 
Hlouse of Commons was three times as rich as the House of the 
Lords "55 
A third factor that edded to Charles! difficulties was 
that a wife had been chosen for him by his father James I. 
Charles! wife was Henrietta Maria, the daughter of Henry IV 
of France. Because she was a papist, she as a queen.of England 
became exceedingly odious to the English nation. 
As to the events that took place when Charles I still 
held the power in England, we may distinguish two periods: = 
the period, 1625=- 1629, which was cheracterized by Chariles* 
struggle with the Parliament, and the period, 1629 = 1640, 
which is distinquished by Archbishop Laud's ambitious but 
oppressive measures to extirpate Puritanism and reform the 
Church of England. 
As stated previously, the Puritans had found a powerful 
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ally in Parliament, In order to gain the fullest benefits 
from their ally, the Furitans neturally had to keep their 
principles and objectivos constantly before Farliament. To 
the Puritans fell the necessity to faniliarize and vopularize 
Furitan concepts with the whole bedy in both houses of Parliae 
ment, end to advise and cxhort the Puritan members. To accore 
plish these ends the Puritans used in the Parliaments under 
Charles principally four methods - the sermon, the petition, 
personal contact with members, end poerenponianee with members." 
Each method had its peculiar character, and the Puritan 
ministers were adept at omploying thet particular method: 
which best conformed with their particular objective at a 
Given moment. 
The sermon was, of course, the most cheractoristic of the 
Puritan mediums. The most valueble opportunity for the exer= 
eiso of this rhetoric on the Gomsons menibers was afforded by 
the genoral fast which Parliament and the city of London 
customarily kept during the early weeks of every session. The 
fast day rapidly became a Furitan holiday of vast propaganda 
potentialities when the city churches would resound to the 
ery for humiliation before God and the call for reformation to 
wegain the divine favor. 
The Puritan influence exe#ted through the fast day sermons 
was ably seconded by the Puritan preachers at the ims of Court. 
5G. Je Fe Haclear, “The Influence of the Puritan Clergy on 
the Hovse of Commons 1625-1629." Church History, vole XIV, 










The value of these "preacherships" to the Puritan lay in the 
distinction of the audience, for the lawyers of the Inn were 
strongly represented in the House and appointed in large 
mumbers, sonmotinss en masse, to important coumittees.>” 
in spite of the excellence of the Puritan eemcne as 
mediums of propaganda, nevertheless, the sormon had several 
Limitationse Througa the sermon the Yuritan could address ~ 
himself only broadly te the need for reform end assert somewhat 
vaguely the program desired, That the sermon was ea public 
ovation ccupled with the fact that furitanism was a quasi= 
illegal movement made it almost mandatory thet the Furitan 
conccal his deepest aspirations and his favorite plans from 
the world's viowe 
4& second method, the petition, could unlike the sermon 
exercise a certain Girectness in articulating its demands. At 
the beginning cf most Parliaments a conmittee of religion was 
eppointed, and it is almost certain that a lerge portion of 
its business was concerned with the consideration cf petitions 
on roligion. 
ie evidence for the use of the personal contact method 
by the Puritans is very unsubstantial, primarily because it 
is impossible to recapture unrecorded convorsations. However» 
wo Imow that the Furitan ministers did not only come into con=- 
tact with members of Commons through friendship, but they were 
sometimes throw together in the course of their work as we11,°8 
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This is illustrated by the contact which the Puritan ministers 
had with the sympathetic lawyer members through the preachers 
ships at the Inns of Court, 
Like personal contact, the private letter had the advan= 
tage of boing both personal and secret, though, of course, the 
size of its audience was considerably smaller than that of 
either the sermon or petition. 
Through these four mothods the Puritans exerted a tremen= 
dous influence on FParlianent both before and during the tine 
they were in session. Politically, the dealings between Parlia- 
ment and Charles in the period 1625-1629 amounted to this that 
Charles, demanded by force of necessity, would ask Parliament 
to grant him money; Parliament would refuse to act on Charles! 
requests for money unless Charles first granted Parliament 
sone concessions; Charles would then hastily dissolve Parlia- 
ment. After this hed been going on for four years, Gharles 
finally dissolved Parliament in 1629 and did not call another 
for eleven long years till the year of 1640. 
The boldness of Cormons in dealing with Charles was due 
to the fact that the Commons had in the last few years risen 
to such a high end wealthy position. That the Conmons had 
achieved such a position so that they could boldly defy the 
King was of inestimable consequence to the Puritan movement. 
However, the meetings between Charles and Parliament till 
1629 did not only concern matters of money and the respective 






on matters of a religious nature. 
The Furiten clergy were accustomed to "read in" the andes 
trines of Calvin into the Thirty Nine Articles, especially 
interpreting the soventeenth which deals with predestination, 
in the sense which it had been endeavored in vain to fix more 
definitely on the Church of England in the year 1595, by means 
of nine propositions upon these subjects, called the "Lambeth 
Articles, "59 [ 
To guard against this perversion of Anglican doctrine, the 
Thirty Nine Articles were again promulgated by the Crown in 
1628 with a royal declaration prefixed ratifying and confirming 
them as containing the true doctrine of the Church of England 
“agreeable to God's Viord. This royal declaration also enjoined 
"thet no man hereafter shall either print nor preach to draw 
the article aside any way, but shall submit it in the plain and 
full meaning thereof, and shall not put his own sensé@ or conm-= 
ment to be the meaning of the article, but shall take it in t 
the literal and grammatical sense,"90 
This royal declaration immediately aroused the House of 
Cormons, ‘hon Parliament reassembled on Januery 20, 1629; 
Pym, the Parliament spokesman and the leader of the Puritans, 
passionately maintained that the Lambeth Articles were the 
doctrine of the Church of England and called upon Commons to 
put dow those who "professed the contrary heresies." In this 
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spirit tho House of Commons took upon itself the cuties of en 
ecclesiastical synced and entered into the vow which has been 
Imowm as “The Vow of the House of Gcnmons." The object of this 
vow was to fix upon the Church of England a Calvinistic sense 
of the Articles instead of the literal and grammatical sense 
which the Church of England had so long preferred, Since, 
however, Parliament was soon thoreafter dissolved; the Cormons 
hed to wait enother cleven years before it could resume its 
synodical function with renewod vigor. 
Besides discussions on the intended sense of the Thirty 
iline Articles, much discussion in Parliament also centered 
around the list of grievances which the Committee on Religion 
had submitted on February 24, 1629. These grievances charged 
that popery end Arminianism wore spreading rapidly, and ‘that 
no cffort was boing made to check them. Communion tables were 
being transformed into altars, and many popish ceremonies were 
being: introduced into the service. Orthodox doctrines, at was 
charged, wore being suppressed and those resronsible for this 
betrayal of Protestantisn were protected and favored.5 
The Gommons therefore recommended that immediate and sharp 
vieasures should be taken to revress popery and to punish those 
responsible for spreading wortkodox opinions. lUowever, 
Charles dissolved Parliament in 1629 before any final action 
on these grievances could be taken. 
Aftor Gharles had dissolved Parliament in 1629, we enter 
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& new era in the reism of Charles, Strafford takes the 
leading role in politics for Charles, Archbishop Laud takes 
over the Church. Laud was to be the guiding genius to recon= 
stitute the Anglican Church. The dissolution of Parliament 
found Laud to be the most important adviser to the King; and 
although Laud did not succeed to Canterbury till Abbot's death 
in 1635, nevertheless, Laud and his supporters had practically 
a free reign after the members of Parliament had been sent 
home in 1629, 
But there was ample reason and necessity for Laud wanting 
to reconstitute the English Ghurch. The Furitan preachers had 
so increased in numbers and influence that the ruling powers 
in Church and State had either to suppress them or give way to 
then. °° 
Several explanations can be offered to account for the 
rapid prise in the numbers end influence of the Puritans at 
this tins. 
Since there was ea general discontent in all classes of 
society aggravated by the political incompetence of the first 
two Stuarts, this supplied the opportunity which the Furitan 
preachers knew how to turn to the advantage of their cause. 
Over against the inequalities of the English social system, 
the people learned from the Puritan preachers to bear in mind 
the equality of all men before God and to draw the obvious © 
practical inference that God before Whom all men are leveled 
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is sure in His owmm time to uplift the low and humble the great Sé 
As their actual control over preaching advanced, the 
Puritan sought te give to that control something like corporate 
orgenization in order to secure for it permenent financial 
support. As a result, a group of reformers formed a committee 
in London in 1626 for the purpose of ‘buying lay impropriations 
end of using the income of those endowments for their owm pure 
poses. The Gonmittee consisted of twelve "feofces": 
4 clergymen, 4 lawyers, and 4 citizens. Until suppressed in 
1653, this corporation had in seven years raised five or six 
thousand pounds by contributions from the faithful and loans 
from themselves. With this money they had “bought up thirteen 
impropriations.°” The authorities, aroused by Leud, were justly 
alarmed. It is quite probable that within fifty years the 
Puritans could and would have bought up all the impropriations © 
In addition, the spiritual preachers were co iverting 
hearers not only to godliness but also to an appetite for 
reading godly books which preachers wero not slow to supply to 
book sellers or booksellers to public. Thus the Furitans were 
also nursing the pulpit's greatest pivel, the press, by providing 
it with an ever growing market for its products. 
fhe rise of the Puritans resulted in a proportionate 
decline in the prestige and power of the Anglican Church, 
Queen Elizabeth hed not really set things aright in the Church, 
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and they had not been substantially bettered since. Services 
throughout the country were conducted according to no con= 
sistent order, Edifices suffered from neglect, disrepair and 
decay. The properties and revenues of the Church had been 
depleted. The ecclesiastical courts were scenes of grave 
abuses. Hany of the parish clergy were ignorant, idie and 
vicious. The Jesuits proselytized covertly. The Furitans with 
their held upon Cambridge, their cheplaincies, and lectureships, 
and their impounding of impropriated tithes, preached openly 
and evaded regulations. Heresy and schism sprang up in thoir 
wakee The press, finally, had grovm so prolific as to dare 
more and more boldly upon the ignoring or circunventing of 
censorship.?” This being the case, the ruling party had either 
to strike ovt upon sone policy of its own or surrender. 
Howover, Archbishop Laud was not one to surrender. He was 
the prime instigator and most active agent to reform the people 
from above. To Laud, the Church was to be uniform, permitting 
no dissent. To Laud, the Church was to be founded on the 
twin pillars of royal prerogative and divine conmission of 
Episcopacy. With Laud, the external ‘pites in the church vere 
stressed, and doctrine was of sccondery importance. Laud felt 
that if unity could be attained in the external rights and 
order oi the Church, wnity of doctrine would follow as an 
inevitable result. 
liot the least of the works Laud set himself to accomplish 
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was to reduce the preaching of religion to order, to regulate 
cpinion and control the press. For a time Land's influence 
wes somewhat checked by the authority of the Calvinistic Abbot, 
the Archbishop of Canterbury. By 1635, when Laud succeeded 
Abbot as Archbishop of Canterbury, Levd hed virtually the 
entire Anrlican Church under his command. 
The history of these years is much marked by the ensuing 
controversies over the use of the Prayer Book, the wearing of 
surplices, Imeeling and bowing, and the placing of the commmion 
table. Important as these things were, the sharpest point of 
Laud's attack fell upon the Furitan preachers and pamphleteers. 
Naturally, Laud frovmed upon any praaching or writing 
which smacked too strongly of Puritan doctrine, In 1629 he 
therefore procured from the king a declaration severely 
restricting the activities of lecturers, especially in towns, 
and the retention of private chaplains by gentlemen. His 
election as Chancellor of oxford in 1650 enabled Laud to con= 
summate his reform of that university. Before disaster over- 
took him, Laud hed also established his authority over that 
Puritan stronghold, hamely, Cambridge University. 
While Oxford University had been lost by the Furitans 
temporarily, yet the Furitan preachers were naking great 
inroads in the Anglican Church through their buying up of 
impropriations. It became self evident that if Laud was to 
achieve any success at ell in his reform efforts, he mist put 
an end to this Puritan method of teking away improprations from  
51 
the Church, 
che Puritans defended their action by insisting that they 
appointed only such preachors for theee impropriations as ry 
unter license from the given bishop were conformable to the 
regulations of the Church. But Laud, net without reason, 
apprehended that the end was te take away the right of petro=- 
hares irom the Church, te make these winisters which the 
furitens proferre:) indevendent: of the bishops and wholly depen- 
Cent on them, and to engross most ecclesiastical preferzents in 
their hands. If Gouge, Sibbes and their asscciates had been 
permitted te continue this work, it is pessible, if net highly 
probable, thet the Enelish Church, which hed se long resisted 
Puritan referm, would have been reformed by the spirituel 
brethren from within, bishops or no bishops. 62 Realizing these 
mangers, Leud ian 1655 procured the dissolution cf the Furitan 
Seclees, that group of preachers, lawyers, and rich citizens 
who had been buying tmprepriaticns for the suprort of preaching. 
Laud struck at ancther sors spot in the Furitans, namely 
the cbservance of Sunday. The Furitans had slways mainthined 
that Suncay wes to be e« Fast-Dey, and James I therefore drew 
their wrath when in 1618 he issued his "Book of Sports," a 
Gecleration which permitted amusements on Sunday. Through 
Laud's. advice this "Book of Sports" was republished and made 
mandatory, Laud justifying his action on the grounds that he 
éver laboured" that Sunday should be kept hely, “but yet free 
from a superstitious holinoss."S? Ranke thinks that Laud's 
68, ibid., ». Si. 
 






object in attacking tho religious strictness of the Furitans, 
especially in the matter of Sunday observance, was "to attract 
the people to his sido,"70 By order of the King's conmand this 
"Book of Sports" was to be read in all parish churches through= 
out the land, Some of the clergy obeyeds some refused; others 
read it together with the Third Commandihent, adding by way of 
coment, "This is the law of God, that the law of man," 71 
In 1654 Laud ordered a motropolitan visitation of a most 
searching character. During the next three years his vicar-~ 
generel, Sir Nethaniel Brent, reported to him on evory 
conceivable detail of the state of Church conformity, discipline, 
vestments, end the like. This investigation was af great 
valve in disclosing conditions cf ignorance and vice among the 
clergy which Laud with characteristic energy undertook to reform, 
Lavd's major interest however was to sweep Puritanism 
from the Church, Thus it was that he again forced a dangerous 
issue by ordering the commmion tables to be removed from the 
body of the church to the east ond where they were to be pro- 
tected by a guard rail. This step struck deep at the Puritans, 
who held, as did many Anglicans, thet the distinction between 
the altar and the table was precisely that between e Catholic 
and a Protestant. ‘= This order also included thet the clergy 
officiating at the altar mst wear copes or vestments. 
lMorever, Laud had throttled the English press and his 
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supporters were employing it in a desrercte effort to control 
opinion. Hoever, the agencies of propaganda were not so 
easily stifled in the seventeenth century. From Holland and 
from private English presses the attacks on Laud were continued, 
and, as his repressive tactics became sterner, these libels 
became more and more savage. 
The archbishop in 163% decided to make an example of the 
most outspoken of his enemies, Prynne, Bastwick, and Burton 
were selected for punishment, These Furitan writers had 
denounced every point in Laud's "Anglo-Catholic program," and 
finally Bastwick in his "The Litany of John Bastvwick" had 
attacked the very institution of Episcopacy as popish and 
anti-Christian, accusing Laud and his party of a deliberate 
attempt to pervert the Church of England, 
On June 14, 1637 the three men were haled before the Court 
of Star-Chamber on charges of libel, The brutality of the 
judicious process was exceeded only by the brerbarity of the 
sentences 5 While in the pillory all three men talkea with 
the psople, Both ears of Burton were cut off. Prynne was 
branded with initiels "S.L." to indicate that he had been con= 
victed as a seditious libeller. Soon after all three were on 
their way to prison. 
The state of public opinion had beon roused by Laud's 
stern action against the libellers.’* Laud's attempt to check 
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the rising tide of disaffection by a sharp, bold punishment 
of the worst offenders was not effective. In desperation the 
government resolved to tighten the control of the press even 
further. The number of licensed printers in London was now 
reduced to twenty; and every book, whether new or a re-issue, 
was required to bear a license. Fersons who violated this order 
were to be punished by public whipping. 7 
Laud, in order to completely silence the Furiten pulpit 
if at all possible, struck a herd blow in 1657 at the Scottish 
kirk since in Scotland the preachers still had the upper hand, 
In Scotland, the ministers had succeeded in making themselves 
undisouted leaders of the people. In order to undermine the 
pover of theso Scottish Tresbyterian ministers, the King had 
commanded every clergymen throughout Scotland to buy two copies 
of the Service Book for his parish. The new ritual was to be 
introduced at Edinburgh on the approaching Easter, but the time 
ves chenged so that the ceremony did not take place until Sunday, 
duly 23, 1657. This attempt led to the inmediate rejection of 
prelatism and the Prayer Book by the General Assembly of the 
kirk. Thousands of Scots rushed to Edinburgh, and riots ensued. 
In retaliation the Scots in 165S formed a league in defense 
of Presbyterienism by signing the famous "Covenant." Before 
long a great army of Covenanters, numbering 23,000 infantry and 
3000 cavalry had marched through Northumberland, proclaiming 
that they marched not against the people of England but against 
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the "Canterburian factions of Papists, Atheists, Amninians, 
and Prelates."76 twice Charles marched to the borders; twice 
his helf-heerted army of courtiers, gentlemen quailed before 
embattled saints. These two campeigns are known as the First 
and Second Bishops! Wars. 
Cherles was left with an army of Scots encamped on English 
soll, Since they refused to go home umtil they were paid off, 
there was nothing that Charles could do but call the Long 
Parliament into being. After eleven years Parliament again 
assembled on April 15, 1640. 
4s to tho result of Laud's reform efforts against the 
‘uritans, we find that by 1659 Charles and Laud had momentarily 
succeeded in repressing the more odious expressions of Purie 
tenism. The pulpits were quiet if not completely silent. If 
eny Puritan chanced to hold a living, he was eat once dismissed. 
If the non-conformist, gegged in the pulpit, turned to other 
mursuits, persecution dogged him end blocked seach new avenue 
in which he essayed to trend. Starvation or conformity — that 
vas the inexorable alternative of many Puritens.’7As a result, 
many Purltens paid good-bye to England and crossed the sea to 
join their exiled brothers on the Atlantic slope of the western 
continent. Neal even goes so far as to say that had Laud 
reipned twenty four years, instead of twelve, historians assert 
that Encland would permanently have lost one=-fourbh of hor 
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populetion, and would have been drained of one-third of her 
woalth, ”& . 
However, Laud's effort came too late to preserve prelecy. 
4n effect of Laud's efforts was that the more determined 
preachers end extremes in general were provoked to a bclder 
stand. The immediate effect of Laud's volicy wes infeed to 
bring to Light the more extreme notions for reform which had     
been spreading among Furitan churchmen themselves. Thomas Goodwin, 
John Cotton and many cthers now committed themselves to 2 
congregational independency. Some with Cotton fled to New 
Eagle a, some with Gocdwin to Hollend, This was the real 
beginning of independency as a positive influence in the 
unfolding of the revolutionary character of Furitenism, /? 
Though gagged in the pulpit, some Furitans were organi-   zing the morchants, centlomen, lawyers, ond their followers 
into en opposition against the ruling parties of Church and 
State. In these groups the Furitans instilled the idea that 
over efainst the carnol aristocracy that ruled the world, there 
was an aristocracy of the Spirit, chosen by God and destined 
to inherit heaven and earth. Their sympathotic hearors could 
well see for themselves how the carnal men in control of the 
government were ruining the country. Thus the Furitan preachers 
were in offect organizing a discontented minority into an 
opposition. 
Tuo important reasons will account for tho failure of 
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Laud's ambitious reform efforts. Laud believed that rulers 
were responsible to God for their subject's welfare, a respon= 
sibility to be exercised vigorously and in the fear of the 
Lord. They should rule so as to secure and retain the loyalty 
and reverence of e united people, but there was no notion in 
Laud's mind that this meant that to wrath righteously they must 
rule as the people or as the Parliament of the day should 
prescribe. This is one important reason for the failure of 
Laud's efforts. 
Moreover, as power accrued to him, Laud mede his own will 
felt whorever it could reach. He built and rebuilt churches. 
He recaptured property for the Church. He prescribed decent 
and orderly procedure. He proscribed ignorant, lewd and con= 
tentious churchmen, He regulated the statutes of Oxford, 
enriched its Library, helped promising youths to fellowships. 
He endowed a school and a hospital for the poor in his native 
tovm. He endeavored to repair the cathedral of St. Faul's. 
Valiantly the little man did what a man could to impose decency, 
decorum, order and cleanliness, good manners and respect for 
law and authority, learning, beauty, and food taste, all the 
things that England needed nost short of the one thing that h 
helf of England most passionately yearned for =< freedom for 
the individual to seek his salvation in his om way £0 This is 
probably the greatest reason for Lauds failure. 
An important movement among the Puritans at this time was 
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the rise of sects who play such a stellar role in the history 
that is to follow, The sects had been precariously rooted in 
England for many years, but it was not till after 1656 that 
they really began to make themselves known. &1 
For two generations now the Furitans had been preaching 
a doctrine and way of life which promoted sctive individual 
religious experience and expression, promoting it much faster 
than means could be found to control or direct it. What the 
preachers as a whole believed was that heresy and schism should 
be firmly suppressed. But what they taught was that every and 
any man mi ghtbe a saint and that the mark of the saint was that 
he obeyed his owm conscience at any cost. 
From the very beginning therefore, heresy and schism 
dogged the steps of the furiten reformers, giving rise to the 
meny sects that appeared under the cloak of Furitanism. The 
original energy of Puritanism camo from the interdependence 
of the individuel preachers. As Furitanism developed, it 
attracted to the pulpit a larger and larger number of imagina- 
tive, idealistic dreamers and talkers fired by a passion for 
self expressions 
Dissenting congregations waxed and waned; divided and 
re-divided, largely as they found leaders to inspire thom. 
Whenever in any given sect ox congregation, two leaders of 
something like equal force arose, there would generally occur 
sooner or lester a serious clash of opinion and than a split, 
 







sone of the brethren adhering to one leader and the rest to 
the other.2? The yroups whieh finally survived as important 
Frotestant commmions were those which found the most vigorous 
leaders, men possessed with the gifts of statesmanship as well 
as of prophecy .©” 
The sects and their leaders were from the start pre=- 
occupied with the problem of orgenization. The dissenting 
preacher bad to lead his followers out of the security cf the 
inplican Church, then to keep them out and at the same time 
elways hold them together, 
Zwo notable devices were employed for serving this end, 
one of organization and the other of ritual. The device for 
organization was the covenant which was a solerm pledge of cone 
tract entered into by the members with one another and with 
God. In this vovenant the members pledged themselves tc adhere 
to their particular congregation ond never to depart from 55°" 
This became the normal feature in some form or other of all 
the Separatist groups. Some, not content alone with the 
covenant, adopted in addition a special form of baptism as an 
initistory rite. 
Gut of the shifting, freauently broken and confused dis- 
senting minorities of the sixteenth and carly seventeenth 
century have arisen two of the major English and American Pro=- 
testant churches of modern times = the Congregationalists and 
  








The Congregationalists are an outgrewth of the Separa- 
tistic movoment in Puritanism. The earliest demonstrable 
Congregational church was formed by Robert Browne at Nowwich 
apparently in 1se0.°° Beamane of their founder, Robert Browne, 
these Independents or Congregationalists as they later were 
lmown were first given the name Bromists. HRobert Srowne had 
come to the conviction that the Apostolic Church was a local 
independent body of believers only who exercised add ecclesi= 
astical authority. Each congregation, independent of state as 
well as other churches, governed itself in a democratic way. 
Fersecution soon drove Browne's church from Norwich, at 
least in part. Almost as a body this church emigrated to 
Holland in 1581. But after two years this church was dissolved, 
largely because of ill-judged application of its rvle as to 
mutual criticism. 
Not long thereafter another type of Congregationaliam 
appeared as Barrowism. Henry Barrowe accepted Browne's prin= 
ciple of the independence of each local church, but ne distrusted 
Browne's teaching of the equality of all church members in 
managing church affairs. Thus Barrowe came to advocate the 
Presbyterian theory of Thomas Cartwright that such control 
should be vested in a board of elders. There are proofs of the 
existence of a Barrowist Church in London in 1592 which had 
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existed informally since 1589, or even 1587.°° 
Cther Independent leaders, anong them Frencis Johnson, 
John Smyth and John Robinson, mede their way to Holland with 
their followers. <A number of these left Holland after great 
hardship and sailed for America in 1620 with the hope of seoking 
a true and lasting hone. 
when Henry Jacob returned from Holland in 1616, the Ghurch 
he established in Southwark became the parent church of Con- 
eregetionalism in Englend. Though this church at Southwerk was 
abie to maintain an organic existence since its foundation, the 
second church in London, at Deadman's Place, was ranidly embra- 
cing Baptist principles under its successive ministers.?7 Since 
the growth of Congrerationalism was slow, they were at 1640 
still a relatively insignificant group. In 1640, all of the 
leading Congregetional thinkers were in exile, and therefore 
the effective centers of Congregational thought and development 
were to be found in Holland and New England, 
With the collapse of ecclesiastical authority in early 
1641, the Independent leaders in Holland returned to England, 
Thomas Goodwin, Burroughs and Simpson settlea in London and 
chompioned the Indapendent cause. They were assisted by 
John Goodwin who had remained in England, and by Burton who 
had emerged from prison a hero and a martyre 
It was not till the reign of Cromyvoll that Consregationalian 
atteined a rapid rate of growth. There is good cause for 
 
86. Ibides Pe 252. ies 
gorcers The Development of Religious Toleration 87. To Ke 





assuming that there were about one hundred churches which 
night rourchly be denominated Independent at the time the 
canvass was made for Cronvell's Nominated Parlianent in 1655. 
The Congregational Year Book would indicate that about one 
hundred and forty churches survive in England which claim 
foundation prior to 1663.°" Therefore it seems quite probable 
that the number of Congregationalists in the nation during 
1640-1860 never exceeded 50,000. 
At Cromvell's invitation Congregational delegates met at 
London in 1658, and drew up the Savoy Declaration, a revision 
and adaptation of the Westminster Confession. 
The Baptists also were an outgrowth of the Separatistic 
mevement, springing out of the Congregationalist group. Like 
the Congrregationalists, the Baptists demanded the sovereignty 
ef the local church. The Baptist, however, went a step further 
by moking each individual independent. There was to be no 
baptism in their churches before the Christian individual, 
after the experience of a conversion, was able, as an adult, 
to speak for himself .°? 
The first Baptists in England existed in two somewhat 
conflicting groups - the Arminian or "General" Baptists and 
the Galvinistic or "Particular" Baptists. 
The Arminian or "General" Baptists shared the aversion to 
Gelvin's double predestination - some for salvation and the 
mititude for reprobation. Instead they stressed e general 
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atonement in Christ. 
fhe simple story of the origin of the Arminian Baptists 
is that in the summer of 1508 a group of English Separatisis 
because of religious intolerance at home made their way to 
Amsterdani, iere John Smyth, convinced that infant bavtism was 
unseriptural, re=-baptized himself probably in 1606. Thereupon 
Suyth baptized others. This little group of continental 
snglish Baptists became the direct ancestor of the Arminian 
Baptists. Thomas tHelvwys, who succeeded John Suyth as pastor 
oi the church, returned to London ‘in L611 with his followers. 
The first Baptist Church in England was therefore established 
in 1611 in London. its "Declaration of Faith" written by 
Helwys (1611) declared the necessity of a believer's baptism 
for church menbership, and that the state must not meddle with 
matters of religion and conscience. "+ 
Te Calvinistic or Particular Baptists, with seven churches 
in and around London (1635=-44.),. established themselves upon 
the predestination doctrine of a varticular redemption. They 
were the first to insist upon complete inumersion. 
The year 1655 marks the formation of the first Farticular 
Baptist Church in Englands Hitherto the Baptists had favored 
the Arminion views. ‘This first Farticular Baptist church sprang 
from the rirst Congregationalist Church in London which 
Henry Jacob had founded in 1616. In this Congregational Church 
sevorel members, sharing the opinion that baptism was not to be 
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adninistered to infants, dosired that thoy might be disuissed 
from that commmion. With permission to leave granted them, 
these members under the leadership of John Spilsbury withdrew _ 
and formed the first Particular Baptist church on September 12, 
1655.2" inmersion originated in 1642 among these Particular 
Baptists.2° Theiy "Confessions of Faith" (1677), patterned 
after the Westminster Confession, with alterations on church 
end sacranonts consisted of thirty tuo chapters. 
During the Civil War and thereafter the Baptists grow by 
leaps and bounds. Under the Protectorate, the Beptists were 
not only unmolested, but prosperous. Some of them disapproved 
of the new governnent, preferring the commonwealth; and some 
joined the Fifth Monarchy lien who held visionary notions con- 
cerming the kingdom of Christ. ‘The history of the Saptists 
from 1660-1635 is not so much a history of progress as of 
endurance because of the severe persecution carried out 
against them as well as the other sects by Charles iI and 
James II. ‘The Act of Toleration in 1689 finally put en end 
to this severe persecution. 
$2. J. He Cramp Baptist History, Pe 505-6 
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 5 ° "J tS i Ki wo 3 rt a i Tr a a Q °o Til. THE PURITANS At 
The Fresbyterian Era 
From 1540-1660 England passed through a succession of 
extremes in religion which were unusual, abnormal, and very 
racking to poise and confidence. Few poriods of civil history 
have undergone e more critical examination. The first part of 
this period is e scene of confusion and inconsistent menage= 
ment between the Eing end Parliament, and therefore it is often 
very difficult to discover the motive of action on cither side. 
As in preceding periods of Furiten history, this era is also 
marked by a mixing of religion and politics. 
Secause of the emorgoncy created by the presence of the 
Scot army on English soil, Cherles I was forced to call 
Perliament together efter an intermission of twelve years. 
Charles leid the Scot Yiar before the Commons, pleading his 
necessities and demanding a vote on money. Before acting on 
the matter of money, Parliament began debate on many grie- 
vances it had charged against Charles. Charles, finding this 
Perliament very hostile to him, hastily dissolved it.on 
Mey 5, 1640 efter it had been in session only several weekse 
In the meantime the Convocation, which was to meet only 
when Parliament met, continued working even after this lest 











prommigated by the Crowmm. These "Canons of 1640," as they 
were called, were passed by the Convocation and assented to by 
the Crovm while no Parliement was in existence. With these 
Canons of 1640 Cherles and Laud sought to re-establish the 
proper vitos and ceremonies of the Church of England. 
But the oxercise of the royal prerogative in continuing 
the sitting of the Convocation after the dissolution of the 
Parliament aroused a most bitter feeling in the minds of the 
Puritans, and this feoling was intensified by the canons 
themselves which set forth in very plain and strong language 
the claims of tho Crow and the Church to obedience.+ 
Because of the sericusness of the English condition, the — 
King was flooded with potitions demanding of him that he call 
another Parliament. This “Long Farliament," a name given to 
it because it remained in session for a period of twelve long 
years, therefore assembled at Westminster Hall on Hovember 5, 
1640. When this Parliament convened, little did its members 
foresee the prodigious resolutions in Chureh and State they 
were to set forth. 
Again the House of Commons was imbued with the same ambi- 
tion to exercise the functions of an ecclesiastical synod as 
thet which hed characterized its predecessor twelve years 
proviously. The enormous advantage which the anti-Episcopal 
party derived from the presence cf the large Scot Presbyterian 
amy in the north of England gave them a sonse of rower which 
1. J. H. Blunt, Ope Cites De 550.  
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emboldened thom to strike at the institutions of the Church 
and at its defendors with a wonderful promptness » Gecision, 
   
   
    
   
    
  
    
    
    
   
   
   
end confidence. 
However, the vory decisive strokes of the Furitan Revoe 
lution mst bo accredited to the Puritan political leaders in 
Parliament.” These were anong the very men who had taken the 
spiritual preachers to be their guides and the objects of their 
protection and patronage. ; 
There had been already in the days of Elizabeth not only 4 
a Puritan element in Church but also something like a Puriten i 
party at court. This was made up of the great peers end their 
adherents, conspicuously anti-Catholic, stronely individualistic 
and netionalistie in temper and policy. They hoped for a 
development of a soworful English state under the leadership 
of an enlichtoned patriotic aristocracy. Though no Furitans   
in any narrow sense, they end their successors were fervid 
individualists in religion. Consequently they gave their ade 
herence to the fruritan preachers and threw their weight against 
the base-born clerics whom they had, with increasing disgust, 
seen climb at the Stuart court into positions of wealth and 
authority. Then, as the troubles of the regime miltiplied, the 
descendants of the Elizabethan patriotic peers and gentlemen 
ceme forward to take the leadership of the Furitan party of 
the Rayoine ion.” 
To aid in the Puritan revolution, the Scottish Presbyterias, 
 




spreading throughout England, had made many proselytes axiong: 
the people and even inoculated Farlienent itself.* As a result, 
the people were sending in petition upon petition demanding 
ecclesiastical chenges. 
The wost famous of these petitions was known as the "Root 
end Branch Petition" which demanded the abolition of Episco- 
pacy in its entirety. The Commons was divided in sentiment as 
tc this petition. The more rigid Puritans urged the adoption 
of the "Roct and Branch Fetition," and they were supported by 
nunbers of the country gentlemen who had no special dislike for 
the ritual but.in whose minds prelacy and tyranny, through the 
course of Laud, were synonymous terns.© The moderates, headed 
by Lord Falkland, refused to adopt so radical a policy, but 
they expressed their willingness to lop off all the ebuses of 
Episcopacye 
The alliance of the two houses of Ferlionont was not at 
this time overccrdial. The Lords, representing the hereditary 
interests, the vested rights, were timid by instinct end con=- 
servative by nature. They looked with suspicion on any innovation 
Therefore, on liarch 1, 1641.the House of Lords appointed 
a "Gommittee of Accomodation" for the purpose of adjusting the 
aifferences betweon the Puritan and Episcopal parties. ‘This 
committee, consisting of ten bishops and twenty lay peers, 
appointed a sub-committee of four bishops with authobity toe 
call in other divines es assessors for the purpose of preparing 
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matters for the consideration. of the committee itself. The 
result of these consultations was collected for the Lord's 
Committee under three heads: Innovations in Doctrine, Inno- 
vations in Discipline, and Considerations upon the Book of 
Common Preyer,® All these proposals were submitted to the Con- 
mittee of Acconodetion, but because the bishops and non-Furitaen 
neers opposed these proposals as a body end beceuse of the 
political turmoil that was approaching» the committee broke up 
with no practical result achieved.e 
Holding a further hope of bringing the two contending 
parties togother, Archbishop Ussher offered a scheme “for the 
reduction of episcopacy into the form of synodical gcevermmoent, 
received in the ancient church."” Ussher supposes that of the 
many elders thet ruled the church of Ephesus, there was one 
"stated president" whom our Savior calls the ANGEL, and whom 
Ignatius in one of his episties calls the BISHOP, to whom, in 
conjunction with the elders or presbyters, the whole govern- 
ment of the church, both as to doctrine and discipline, was - 
committed. Ussher thorefore proposed that these be continued. 
In order that their jurisdiction might be regulated, Ussher 
suggested that "Suffragans" should be appointed to hold nonthly 
synods of presbyters from whom there should be an appeal to 
diocesan, provincial and national ones. 
But Ussher's scheme did not meet with acceptance, since 
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there was too deep a resentment in the breasts of both parties. 
fhe bishops were incensed at the bold attacks of the House of 
Commons upon their peerage and spiritual jurisdiction. The 
Puritens, on the other hand, still had a vivid recollection of 
their former sufferings which mede thom restless until they had 
abridged the Episcopal power. 
During this time when every effort had been made to secure 
some sort of a compromise between the two contending parties, 
severe measures against Episconacy had been and were being 
passed by Parliamont. The power of the House of Commons hed | 
almost reached irresistible proportions. This appears evident 
from the drastic measures which were formulated against prelacy.   Soon after the assembling of the Long Parliament in 
Yovember, 1540, the Triennial Act was passed. This Act made it 
mandatory that Parliament meet at least cnce in three years, 
Through this Act a machinery was created by which Parliament 
might be brought togethor when the three year period had 
elapsed, if the Groen negiceted to summon it. Charles’ late 
system of governing without surmoning Parliament until it 
suited him to do so was the reason for this Act. ‘This Act, in 
final reality, proved to be Charles’ death warrant. . 
Episcopacy vas dealt a reeling blow when Parliament suce 
ceeded in abolishing the Star Chamber and the Court of High 
Commission. Charles gave ris consent to these bilis only 
because he gid not consider himself strong enough to refuse a 
assent 2 
 




On January 11, 1641 Gommissicners were appointed by the 
House of Conmons for tho visitation of churches, Thoy were 
"to demolish end remove out of churches and chapels all images, 
altars, or tables turned altar-wise, crucifixes, superstitiouw 
pictures, and other monuments and relics of idolatry ."10 Thus 
cormenced the period of vandalism that Lasted for the next 
nineteen years ang is truly one of the blackest blots on the 
pages of the Puritan movement. Since it was felt by the anzi- 
Church party thet the work of destruction was not accomplished 
so thoroughly as desired and that they wanted to carry out 
their purpose with more show of authority, a bill was passed 
in both houses "for the purpose of removing all monuments of 
superstition and idoletry."2+ Though this bill never received 
the royal assent, it wes published as an Ordinance of Parlia= 
ment on August 18, 1643. 
It was at this tine that mich of the beautiful stained 
Glass which remained in the cathedrals and parish churches, and 
vhien had survived the storms of earliest Puritan wreckers, 
was destroyed forever. Vast quantities of sculpture, figures 
of saints end angels condemmed by the House of Commons, dis=- 
appeared. Kost of the altar vessels, the beautiful and 
valuable fronteals, the chasubles and copes that had been left 
in the cathedral and perish churches by the visitations of 
Edward VI and Queen Elizabeth were stolen. Organs were wrecked 
or taken ovt of the churches. Soon the churches in many places 
10. fis ll. Hore, op. cit., Pe 350. 


























Looked utterly Gesolate.!” If the Fearliamont » instead of 
leeving this work to the officers of every parish, had put 
this job in the hands of some discreet persons to give 


















it is quite probable that ell the mischief of the Furitans 
in carrying out this work could have been prevented.~* 
In order that they might acerue still more pevwer to 
themselves, the House of Cormons on Warch 9, 1641 passed a 
resclution "that the legislative:.and judicial power of the 
bishops in the House of Peers is a gereat hindrance to the dis- 
charge of their spiritual function, prejudicial te the 
Conmonvealth, and fit to be taken avay by Bill, and that a 
Bill be drawm up to this purpose,"24 This Bill, quickiy passed 
in Commons, was thrown out of the House of Lords. Being thus 
Gefeated, the Commons, on August 4, 1541, impeached at the 
bar of the House of Lords thirteen of the bishops who were 
considerea to have been the chief instigators with Laud in 
Passing the obmoxious Canons of 1640 through Convocation. 
Since a dispute arose between the two houses of Forlianent, 
the bishops! impeachment fell through. 
But this reaction against the bishops in the House of 
Lords flared up agein. There was a new volloy of potitions 
from the middle classes, These petitions stirred up the 
passions of the lower classes. The ignorant laborers, whose 
 
12, Lhides Ppe 526-27. 
15. D. Neal, op. cit., vole Sy pe 71. 
14. J. He. Blunt, on. cit., vo. 555-6  
  
75 
names were signed for thom by the Puritan ministers, wore 
made to declare that the bishops were a common nuisance.!® 
However, mobs soon grew tired of pelting with words, so 
that at Christmas time, 1641, the apprentices were determined 
to pelt the bishops with stones. Since it was impossible for 
the bishops to get to the House of Lords because of the mob 
violence that was being carried on, twelve bishops raised a 
pretest, demanding that the proceodings of Parliament be 
declared null and void on account of their enforced absence. 
After a half-hours debate on the bishop's protest, Commons 
determined to impeach the twelve bishops for "endeavoring to 
subvert the fundamental laws and being of Parliament." The 
impeachment was at once carried out. All of the twelve bishops 
except two aged ones were sent to the Tower for four months 
efter which they were liberated on bail but never called to 
tria1.+® 
Since most of the bishops had been put away, the Commons 
on December 31, 1641 drew up a Bill for their expulsion from 
the House of Lordse This Bill passed the House of Lords, 
Februery 6, 1642. Since the Queen was informed that if the 
King did not give his assent to this bill she would be detained 
in Englend instead of being given an opportunity to seek safety 
in Holland, she persuaded Charles I to sign the bill on 
February 14, 1642. Thus, by a combination of Furitan and 
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Catholic influcnee, this act entitled "An Act for the dis- 
enabling of all persons in Holy Orders to exercise any 
temporal jurisdiction or authority" was foisted into the 
Statwo-BSook where it romained for tuenty years! 
Novever, the Furitans were not content to expel the 
bishops out of the House of Lords, but they were also reso= 
-Lute in their ambition to abolish their titles and forbid them 
from the exercise of their spiritual jurisdiction. On 
September 1, 1642, a Bill was therefore introduced in Commons 
"for the utter abolishing and talcing away of all Archbishops, 
Bishops, their Chancellors and Commissaries.e.ece" This Bill 
helted in the House of Lords till Janvary 265 1645. The 
assent of the Crown was never given ite This Bill is extromely 
important in that it practically effected the abolition of 
Episcopacy. Glauses in this 5ili made provision for the dise 
posal of the estates, tithes, etc., belonging to the bishops 
and their cathedrals, vesting them for the tine being in the 
Crom. nis was apparently done in the hope that by this means 
the King's assent to the Bill might be obtained. However, 
since the King refused his assent, Commons used the revenues 
for waging war with the King.28 
Wot only did the Furitan majority in Farliament pass 
drastic measures against the institution ef Episcopecy, but 
thoy alsé made Laud and Strafford, who were so instrumental 
in building up the institution of Episcopacy, the objects of 
L7, Ibid. , Be 556. 






their burning wrath. 
Within six weeks after the assembling of the Long Parlia- 
ment, Laud and Strafford were both gotten out of the way by 
impeachment which made them State prisoners. Since the House 
of Cormons could not bring home to Laud and Strafford in a 
legal manner any of the charges of high treason levelled 
against them, the House of Commons accomplished their end 
through the process of a Bill of Attainder in both cases.~? 
|‘ Strafford, Charles’ chief advisor, was impeached as a 
traitor on the ground that his many axbi trary acts furnished 
evidence of a settled purpose to place the King above the law,   and that such a purpose was tantamount to treason,20 On Hay 12, { 
1641, Strafford, at the age of 48, was beheaded on Tower Hill, 
Laud was even nore harshly treated than Strafford, Having 
been committed to the Tower off March 1, 1641, and sub jected 
to a ruinous fine, Laud was not till Merch 12, 1644 brought to 
his trial on the charges of high treason. The case against 
Laud wes drawn up by Prynne who is said to have visited Laud’ 
in prison and robbed him of his private papers which were 
essential to his defence.-~ Laud's judges expressed their 
unanimous opinion that they found no treason in him,” As in 
the case of Strafford, the impeachment of Laud vas turmed initio 
a Bill of Attainder which was passed by Commons and Lords, Laud 
had to pay the penalty of deach with his head on January 10, 1645 
on Tower Hill, | 
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A great diversity of opinion exists as to Leud's characten 
Some people shut their eyes to his faults; others recard hin 
as the embodiment of bigotry, narrowness of mind, and vine 
dictivenecss of temper. The truth probably lies in the mean 
betvieon the tvo. His faults were more the fault of the tine 
then cf the men. "The age in which he (Laud) lived was the 
most unhappy in which the lot of such a man covld possibly 
have been cast.” 
The Puriten House of Commons had been running rough shod 
over the Croyn and the Beiscopacy since the assembling of: th 
Lone Parliament in 1640. There was practically nothing Charles 
or the bishovs could do to check this fierce onsleurht. Yet 
Cherles attempted o feeble retaliation against the oppressive 
measures of the Puritans. Without prior consulting with his 
friends, Charles sent the attomey general to impsach Hampden, 
Pym, Hollis and other Puritan leaders of Conmons at the bar of 
the House of Lords. This action proved to be Charles! undoing. 
4s a result of it London was stirred to a portentous rage. 
En¢lend pegzen to arm. Gherles, fearing his arrest, skulked 
like a malefactor to the tow of Yerk.?* Te Civil War was in 
the making, 
_ Englishmen were thus confronted with what seemed an 
unprecedented syectacle of their ruler taking up arms acoinst 
his subjects and of subjects preparing violence against their 
235. bids, De S5Gy57. 
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sovereign. In the confusion of judgements and loyalties 
caused by this situation and in the lapse of 211 control over 
tongues and pens, the question which suddenly absorbed atten~- 
tion concerned not the rival contention of prelates and 
presbyters but the conflicting claims of Crow and Parliament.”° 
England had to choose sides. This gave rise to the 
Caveliers and the Roundgheads. ‘The name Cavaliers was given 
to those who espoused the rights of the Grown over against 
Parliament. Under the Cavalier banner flocked the Komanists 
whe were Royalists because the Queen was of their faith, the 
great body of the clergy, all those layment who were strongly 
attached to Episcopacy, and both the universities of Oxford 
end Cambiidge. 
The Houndheads, on the other hand, were those who espoused 
the Farlianentary cause. Under the Parliamentary banner we 
therefore find the Puritans, who were reinforced by the small 
freeholders , the merchants, the shopkeepers, the municipal 
corporations, the members of the Establishment who still adhered 
to Calvinistic doctrines, and a formidable minority of the 
aristocracy.”° 
Because of carly losses and reverses on the field of 
battle at the hands of the Crown, Parliament sent a commissions 
headed by Vane, to Edinburgh to solicit a closer union with 
the Scots. The Scots refused to combine forces against the 
King wiless England wovld make Fresbyterianism the religion 
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of the realm. Because of the stubborness of the Scots, 
Parliament was forced to agree with them. This SS emeeeene was 
given in the Solemm League and Covenant of 1643. Thereupon 
@ Scottish Army crossed the English border the following year 
to lond their aid to the Farliamentary cause. The tide of the 
battle had turned so that by 1645 the royal armies had been cut 
to pieces at Naseby by the Parliamentary armies under Fairfax 
and Cromyell, The King fled to the Scots who surrendered him 
to the English Parliament in 1647. 
Although the Furitans had all these years from their 
berinning attacked the prelacy because of its intolerance, now 
that prelacy was being overthrow Puritanism was rapidly 
hardening into Presbyterianism which was no less intolerant 
and no less guilty of bigotry than prelacy had been. Further= 
more, in spite of the fact that the Puritans had eagerly 
pushed forward to overthrow Episcopacy by “root: and branch," 
nevertheless efter prelacy lay in the dust the Furitan Parlia- 
ment displayed an utter lack of ability to agree upon a new 
constitution for the Churchs 
In order to echieve a settlement of the government and 
the liturgy of the Church of England, Parliament, against the 
formal protest of the King, called together the Yestminster 
Assembly of Divines who convened on July ls 1643. The purpose 
of the Assembly was to pring the Church in England into a 
nearer accord with the Church of Scotland and other Reformed 
Churches abroad. In all this, the Assembly was restricted to  
  
  
@ consultative and advinory role. They were confined in 
their debates to such things as Parliament proposed,” 7" 
; The members of this Assembly, all of whom were chosen by 
Perliamont, can be divided Into five groups which represented 
four diffcrent types of apinion,. The Episcopaleans were vepre- 
sented by four prelates and five doctors of divinity. The 
Erastians who regarded the State as the final seat of authority 
in ecclesiastical members were also represented. The 
Independents, though few in number, proved to be porertut an 
debate in the Assembly. The Presbyterians s who were prepon= 
cerant from the beginning, gained in strength as the «> 
deliberations of the Assombly pregressed. The Scotch Commis- 
sions were, hovever, tho most vigorous element in the Assembly. 
They acted in agreement end demanded a place on cach of the 
committees. Their demand was granted“? 
In the course of their sessions, extending over six years, 
the Assembly prepared and presented fo the Perliament the five 
documents Imown as the "Confession of Feith" (more commonly 
imowm as ‘the Westminster Confession), the "Larger and Shorter 
Catechisms." "The Form of Government," and the "Directory for 
the Worship of God." These documenta were the Assembly's nost. 
lasting work, Although they were never adopted in their full 
. 
form by Parliament, yet they were edopted by the Church of 
Scotland. Hence these documents were destined to become the 
basis of the constitutions of Presbyterian Churches of the 
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British Isles, of the United States, ond of the Eritish 
colonies throughout the world. ?? 
liext to the introduction of the great documents, the 
nost important part of the Assembly's work was the examination 
of niinisters wiiom the Commons proposed to appoint to a living. 
It went on side by side with their other work, and was their 
only task after September 20, 1648," 
the act constituting the Assembly had cercfully restricted 
its capacity to an advisory and consultative role. The 
Assembly, howevex, curved out For itself « far greater influence. 
It procecded with no hesitation or doubt to framco a stern and 
inflexibie discipline which it proposed to fasten upon Englane 
The alliance with the Scots which was forced upon Farlianont 
because of their war with the king was largely responsible for 
-thas. 
4s before mentioned, at the beginning of. the Civil War 
when Jerlianent was losing its bettle with the King, Varlia- 
ment in desperation sent Snglish commissicners to the Scots 
in order to solicit their eid in the battls against tho King. 
Yaking full edvantage of Parliament's situation, the Scots 
promised to lend their aid in the battle against the King 
provided the English nation adopted the Scottish "National 
Covenant." The English comissioners objected to this. They 
proposed a civil league or treaty between the two nations. 
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Tn the ent a nominel compromise was effected in which the 
astute Seotch cot the better of the unstatesreniike Sneclish 
diplomats of the day. This compromise consisted in a new 
Covenant which was framed end approved by the General Assembly 
on August 17, 1645 to which the double neme was riven of a 
"Solem League and Sovement" put which related entirely to the 
ebolition of the Enylish system of church govermacnt and the 
establishment of Scottish Fresbyterienism in its plece. This 
Covensnt was presented to the Westminster Assembly on 
september 1, 1645, and was adopted by beth the Assembly and 
the House of Coumons.”” In order to ucqueint the English people 
with this new Covenant, it vas sont to the justices of peace 
aud other influential persons in every parish of England. 
itself up as the rationel Church, All its efforts from now on 
were directed teward that cherished foal, 
Cn Novenber Li, 1644, the Assembly recommended Fresby= 
terianism to Farliement as the only Pit and orderly government 
for the Church of Saglend. A week leter the House of Commons | 
passed this measure. By this legislation freedom of preaching 
was restricted to those who had been proyerly ordained, and, 
of course, this was understood to mean as the Presbyterians 
should define ordination.e”” 
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The Nestminster Assembly had prepared the "Directory for 
Fublic Worship" to supercede the Look of Common Prayer. On - 
January 6, 1645 this "Directory" received the sanction of both 
houses. But as this first ordinance was not as generally 
obeyed as was expected, a second ordinance "for the more 
effectual putting in execution of the Directory," was passed 
on August 23, 1645,°* 
By this second ordinance the use of the Prayer Book by 
clergymen or laymen’ was made penal. Heavy fines were assessed 
for using the Book of Common Frayer. ‘The payment of the sum 
of five pounds of English money was required for the first 
offence. For the second offence, the payment of the sum of 
ten pounds was the punishment. ‘Tho punishment for a third 
offence consisted in a whole year's imprisonment without bail. 
In addition, ell Books of Common Prayer were to be delivered 
up to authorities under the fine of forty shillings. 
The final establishment of the Puritan discipline took 
place under similar ordinances. On liarch 5, 1646 the House 
of Commons finally succumbed to pressure and passed an ordi= 
nence designed to set up a Fresbyterian government as the 
Established Church of England. Some days later the House of 
Lords approved the ordinance with minor amendments. 
The legal framework of the Genevan model had been at last 
achieved, but it was clear that the Fresbyterians had won no 
more than a formal triumph. The structure of the Church was 
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as yet non-cxistont with the exception of the London model 
which was still in the process of organization. Moreover, the 
question of tender consciences still remained to be solved. 
The sects were rising to challenge the Presbyterians. 
Almest sirmltanoously with the Presbyterians! rise to the 
height of their power, their power began to wane because of 
the tremendous influence which the sects were beginning to 
exert in Parliament and throughout the English notion, During 
the entire time when Parliament with its Presbyterian majority 
wes accomplishing the overthrow of prelacy and attempting to 
set up the Presbyterian Discipline in its place, the sects 
vero sparming with amazing rapidity. The agencies of the 
kovernnent were wholly unable to curb the freedom of discussion 
which accounted for a literary outpouring as England hed never 
seen before. The Independents were organizing the diffuse 
points of resistance to the Presbyterian will into a stalwart 
and resolute party which based itself upon the principle of 
religious toleration. So long as the sectaries had lacked 
political and economic power their demands had been ignored 
or overridden, but by the close of 1644 the problem of dissent 
had to be faced scauarely for the Independents. vere publicly 
denouncing the Covenant and espousing the principle of toleration. 
There are several factors vhich accouxit for the Puritan 
sectarians being able to exert a greater and greater influence 
in the Englieh neticn. It was first of all a grave capital 
mistake on she part of Farliament to destroy one building 






before they were agreed on another. The angiext order of 
worship and discipline in the Church of England had been set 
aside for over a year before any other form was appointed to 
take its place. Since Parliament spent so much valuable time 
trying to decide what form of church governnent should replace 
the dethroned Episcopal system, this gave the sects a golden 
opportunity to arrive at such a pitch that Parliament did not 
have the power afterwards to.destroy them. 
It is also apparent that the bigotry ond intolerance of 
the Presbyterians was consolidating the sectaries in the Army, 
Parliament, and Assembly into a determined and effective 
opposition under Independent leadership. This consolidation 
of sects in the Army was of special importance since the Arny 
had now reached the pinnecle of power because of its decisive 
victories in the Civil War. A growth in strength in the 
Sectarian party was an inevitable concomitant of this conso— 
lidation. 
Furthermore, the Independents were rapidly identifying 
themselves with the parliamentary cause, The Presbyterians 
in their turn were identified with the Scots, and the Scots 
were thorouchly detested by the English.” The complexion of 
the Parliament was elso changing because vacancies were being 
filled by younger and more radical men:.who were not enamored 
with the Presbyterian Discipline. 
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The King also played his role on this stage of Puritan 
history. Charles I's military strength had well nigh. 
evaporated after his irreparable defeat at Naseby in June, 1645, 
The pressure of negotiation and intrigue was now substituted 
for political strength by the Royalist party. Charles sought 
to divide his enemies by negotiation and to sap the strength 
of the parties constituting the parliamentary front by treating 
with thom in turn, 
During March, 1646, Charles had approached the Independents 
through Vene, It was at that time indicated that the King was 
prepared to yield liberty of conscience to all parties and, 
if the Fresbyterians proved intransigent, Cherles would assist 
the Independents in subduing them,°° The Independents refused 
to rise to the bait knowing that Charles was at the same time 
deeply involved in a treaty with the Scots. The Independents 
now realized that they were exposed to the gravest risks. 
Political expedienay demanded that the largest concessions in 
religion be made to the Presbyterians in order to prevent the 
total collapse of constitutional resistance. Parliament was 
therefore driven to consent to the erection of a Fresbyterian 
Church in England as the price for political solidarity.>* 
The Presbyterians now enjoyed a supremo negotiating 
advantage with the King which they sought fully to exploit. 
Moreover, since the Independents, who had formed a growing 
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majority in the Army, began to terrorize Parliament, this 
readily explains why the Presbyterians would try to fall back 
on their dreaded foe, the King, as a protection against the 
strength of the sectarian Army. 
In the conversations that ensued between the King and the 
fresbyterian Perliamont, Charles I at first agreed to the 
establishment of the Presbyterian Church in England and pledged 
himself "to assist in the suppression of all superstitious sects i 
and Independents," provided legal toleration were permitted 
for Anglicism.°2 But Charles! true feeling concerning FPresby= 
terianism was expressed in eae letter to his intimates wherein 
he declared that Presbyterianism was more erroneous and anti=- 
monarchial then Romanism, yet political considerations required 
that he should gain the support of the Scots if complete 
Cisaster were to be avorted.”” 
A close understanding between the Crown and the Scots 
was necessary, Charles urged, in order to prevent the triumph 
of the doctrine of toleration with the consequent ruin of both 
Presbyterlanism and Episoopacys-? Thus Charles was at this time 
making cross and inconsistent proposeis to all parties in 
order that he might divide his enemies and thereby make it 
possible for himself to occupy the throne once more, 
While Charles was secretly netotiating with the Presby- 
terians and the Scots, a momentous crisis was precipitated in 
3S. Gardiner, Givil Ware III, 112, quoted in W,. K. Jordon, 
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Parliament in March, 1647, when John Lilburne end his followers 
presented to Parliament a petition demanding far reaching 
reforms in both religious and political issues. The petitioners 
demanded of Parliament that it sweep away the entire corpus of 
penal legislation, permitting all men to preach and advance 
their ideas in a peaceable manner, After much debate over the 
petition, Parliament in June, 1647, decided to postpone further 
consideration of it till a later date. 
The sectarian army had been following this debate with 
breathless interest. Oliver Cromwell left Parliament to join 
the army. The Army on June 5, 1647 subscribed to "the Solem 
Engagement of the Army" in which Cromwell had a strong hand, * 
The "Engagement" sought to present to Parliament the religious 
grievances of the Army. The Army in the "Engagement" promised 
that the charges that had been levelled against it would soon 
be cleared by a full end precise exposition of its view con=- 
cerning religion. 
The promised statement of the Army on the position of 
religion appeared as the "Declaration of the Amy," issued on 
June 15, 1647, shortly before its march on the capital. The 
Army declared that it had no intention of overthrowing Presby= 
terianism or enforcing the establishment of Independency.*~ 
Though the army was willing to consent that Presbyterlanism 
‘should i the national religion, it insisted upon a toleration 
of all Christians in the enjoyment of all their civil and 
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religious rites. Since they had fought the Parliament's 
battles, tho army therefore thought it masoasouable to be 
told openly, if they could not connie with the Presbyterian 
settlement, they rust expect to be punished as sectaries and 
drivon out of the lana, *> 
But Parliament, to whom the King had been delivered by 
the Scots, in 1647, on June 23, 1647 rejected the Aruy'"s 
"Declaration." Things having come to this erisis, the Army 
reasoned that since the King seemed to be a prize contended 
for, it followed that whoever had bim in their power must be 
masters of the peace and make their own terms. Through a 
bold stratagem they therefore secured possession of the King 
with very Little opposition fvom his attendants or guardss 
Cromwell was heard to say that "now that he had got the King 
in his hands, he hed the Parliament in his pocket." 
The two houses received the news of the King being carried 
off by the Army with the utmost surprise and astonishment. 
The whole city was in confusion, and all the people within the 
lines of commmication were ordered to arms. Everyone 
imagined that the Army would be at the gates of tho city in a 
few hours. Despite the protest of the Parliament and the 
belligerent attitude of Scotland, Cromwell entered the metro- 
polis and placed the govermment under his warriors! neals.*° 
As soon as the English Parliament had been subdued by 
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Cromwell, the Scots marched into England to deliver Fariia=- 
ment from the army's grip. Thereupon the army immediately 
left the capitol to meet the Scots on the field of battles 
Cromvell, joining Lambert and refreshing his troops, faced 
the Scots near Preston with 8 or 10,000 men. After a sharp 
engagenent with the Cavaliers under Sir Marmaduke Langdale, 
Cromwell ond Lambert routed the whole Scot's army, taking 
8 or 9,000 prisoners with all their artillery and baggage.*° 
When the Army returned to London after its decisive 
victory against the Scots, it discovered that in its absence 
the Parliament had tried to close a treaty with the King. 
+hereupon on December G, 1648, Cromwell purged the Parliament 
in a purge which is mow as "Pride's Furge," so called because 
an officer named Pride was stationed at the door to arrest all 
those who opposed the army's policies. In this purges one 
hundred and sixty members of the Conmons were excluded from 
their seats with the result that the legislative authority was 
throwmm into the hands of sixty Independents.*” 
Pride's Purge destroyed the lest vestige of constitutional 
goverment in England and swept Presbyterianism forever from 
power. Because it had failed to ac@omodate itself to the 
realities of English life, Presbyterianism had lost all. : The 
sectaries under Cromwell were not at lest given the opportunity 
to put into practise the principles of religious liberty that 
they had espoused. 
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Toleration Under the Cormonwealth and Protectorate 
For more than a decade a coalition of sects, united more 
or less by their common devotion to the principle of religious 
toleration, were to exert a dominant inflvence in English 
religious history. Puritanism, which at the time of the out- 
break of the Givil War enjoyed an enormous prestige in England, 
had thus far failed completely to find a solution to the 
problem of diversity bcceuse it had quickly hardened into a 
Presbyterianiom which did not expand its bases to accomodate 
the growing spiritual diversity of the nation. Sectarianism, 
though it sdvocated the principles of religious Liberty, was 
also doomed to fall in its turn, principally because it was 
umable to check the disintegrative principle which lay at the 
heart of its thought. Sectarianism strives most luxuriantiy 
when it exists as e@ persecuted or repressed movement in pro=- 
test against a prevailing orthodoxy. 
The Presbyterians had enjoyed a very great advantage 
because of the certainty and the clarity of their religious 
proposals. Secterianism, on the other hand, had been united, 
not so much on the principle of toleration as in determined 
opposition to intolerance. 
In that stronghold of the sects, the Army, nearly every 
religious belief and heresy that ever paraded under the nane 
Christianity had representation. Although there were some few 
Presby;terians in the Army, the greatest part consisted of 
Independents, Baptists, and men of unsettled principles in  
91 
religion who, for want of regular chaplains to their regie 
ments, had used their om talonts aniong themselves in religious 
exorcises, This accounts for the great diversity of sects and 
divisions that charactorized the Army. The Scot's treaty of 
the: Isle of Wight enlightens us as to the great mmber of 
sects by asserting that the Army was made up of Anti-Trinitariens, 
Arians, Socinians, Anti-Scripturists, Anabaptists, Antimonians, 
Arminians, Familists, Browmists, Separatists, Independents, 
Libertines, Seokors, and others.*2 
In order to gain and retain power it was now necessary 
that the Army and the sects find some positive progrem on which 
they could unite. The principle of toleration was for England 
an untested theory which conservative men, among them ireton 
and lye, believed with reason might lead to the complete dis- 
ruption of religious life in the nation. In spite of all the 
cifficuliies ond dangers that confronted them, Cromwell and 
the sectarians were intent on making their principle of 
religious toleration work. 
After Cromwell had purged the Rarliament of its Presby= 
terian majority, the remnant of the Parliament that remained 
“was commonly celled the "Rump" Parliament.” one of this 
Farliement's first acts was to seize the King and vote his 
impeachment. However, the House of Lords refused to do SO, 
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end as a result thoir House was closed.©° It was the wish of 
Cromwell to save the King's life, but the military saints were 
determined to put him to death. 51 Accordingly, Charles was 
arraigned, tried, and convicted, and sentenced as a tyrant. 
In front of his omm palace, the unhappy monarch lost his head 
on January 50, 1649, 
The king's death is not chargeable upon any religious 
perty or sect of Christians, nor upon the people of England 
assembled in a free parliament, but upon the council of officers 
and agitators. These men, having become desperate by the 
restless behavior of the Cavaliers and the i111 conduct of the 
King in his secret negotiations with the other parties, plotted 
the overthrow of the King and the constitution and accompli sbed 
it by an act of lawless violence.” 
A commonwealth was inaugurated. The House of Lords was 
voted useless; the office of a king was considered unnecessary, 
burdensome, and dangerous. Instead England was governed 
through the Army, the officors taking the place of the magis= 
trates. The executive power of the government was lodged in 
the hands of e council of state of forty persons, with full 
powers ‘to take care of the whole administration for one yeare 
The oaths of supremacy end allegiance were abolished. A new 
oath, namely, the Engagement, was appointed. This oath bound 
one to remain true and faithful to the gowermment established. 
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Vane became the leader of the Commons. John Hilton was chosen 
Secretary of state. But above all loomed Cromwell. 
Two acts which are especially worthy of note because of 
their importance to religious toleration were enacted by the 
Frump Parliament. One of these was the Act of 1650 which was 
designed to punish atheism end immoral practises masquerading 
under the name of religion. The punishment ordained by the 
Act was notably mind, while @rivolous accusations were dis- 
courared by requiring the testimony of two witnesses, and by 
the provision that suits mst be instituted within six mohths 
after the alleged offence had been comnittea.”© 
The lay temper was further vindicated by the passage on 
September 27, 1650 of the important "Act for relief of religious 
and peaceable people," which levelled the legal structure of 
uniformity whether Anglican or Presbytorian. It was provided, 
however, in this act that "all and every rerson...within this 
Cormonvealth...shall (having no reasonable excuse for their 
absence) upon every Lord's Days days of publique thanksgiving 
and humiliation, diligently resort to. some publique place where 
the service and worship of God is exercised, or shall be pres 
sent at some other place in the practice of some religious 
duty, either of praying, preaching, reading, or expounding the 
Scriptures, or conferring upon the same,"54 
This Act must be regarded as a legislative landmark in 
in the bistory of religious toleration. England was in 1650 
Ordinances, il 126 ‘ t ue & Ky serge obs Acts and e855) . 2 quoted in *; 




without an Established Church, and the Act implied none was 
necessary for ordering tho religious life of the nation. 
But Cromwell, like his Stuart predecessors, was to have 
his troubles with the House of Cormons. In 1652 when the 
Gormmonvwealth had been fairly well established, the Rump Farlia- 
ment felt that Cromvell domineered in the Commonwealth, As a 
result, Cromwell and Commons each soucht a pretext to get rid 
of the other. Cromvell found a pretext first. ‘ 
At the close of thoir session in 1652, the Commons, 
instead of dissolving and giving way to a new parliament, 
voted to co over the leral time. Hence they elected a new 
council cf state out of their owm body. A little later, in 
preparation for a war with Holland, they began to augment the 
flect out cf the land forces, a proceeding which tended to 
disarn Cromwell by depriving him of his devoted lend soldiers.°” j 
The astute Cromvell sow the danger and, as usual, acted 
with prompt vircor. The Army declined to serve in the navy and 
therefore sent up a petition demanding a reform and a disso= 
lution of Parliament. The angered Parliament in turn passed 
an act making it treason to petition for their dissolution. 
Then the storm broke. Cromwell and his council of 
officers agreed that the Commons should be forced to give waye 
In the spring of 1653 Cromwell expelled the Commons from their 
seats before the cuns of a file of musketeers. Thence he pro= 
ceeded to the Council of State and catapulted them out of 
55. Commons! Journal, vol. 63; Ludlow's Memoirs, quoted in 
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existence. 
Conspiracies at home and abroad dogged the rule of 
Crommell, Gromvell at first set out to stamp out the con- 
spiracies beyond the English border, namely, in Ireland, the 
Romanist stronghold, and in Scotland, the Presbyterian 
stronghold. 
Since he had not erased from his mind the Irish massacre 
of the Protestants in 1641, Cromwell in 1649 set out for 
Ireland and took terrible vengeance by waging a cruel war with 
the Irish and subduing then. 
Having thus performed the Irish mission cruelly, wickedly, 
but effectually, Cromwell, after marching to London to report 
to the Council of State, without pause swept into the Fresby= 
terian stronghold, Scotland. Tho Fresbyterians had been 
Greatly incensed over the execution of Charles I. They had 
closely allied themselves with the Scots in the hope of a 
speedy alteration of affairs with their assistance. In the 
moantime, Cherles II, the son of the executed King, had arrived 
in Scotlend to be crowned by the Scots. 
When Cromwell marched against the Scots, the Scots 
immediately complained to the English Parliament that the 
invasion was a breach of the act of pacification and of the 
Covenent. Cromwell retorted in turn that the Scots had 
already broken the peace through their treaty with Charles IT 
whom they had not only received as their kings but had promised 
to assist him in recovering the Crown of England. © 
56, D. Neal, Ope Cites vole 45 De 452 
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In two great battles at Dunbar and Viorcester, Cromwell 
annihilated the military force of Scotland, Since Cromvoll, 
however, had no quarrel with the Scots on the question of 
religion, he permitted the ministers to return to their 
respective stations and preach without any disturbance from 
him, 57 
Having by 1651 subjugated Ireland and Scotland into peace, 
Cromwell now returned to England to tackle tho struggles 
between different interests that were keeping England from 
living in a harmonious peace. At the dissolution of the Rump 
Parliament in 1655, it was quite apparent to all that there 
were three opposite interests in the nation = the republicans, 
the Presbyterions, and the Cavaliers. The republicans were in 
favor of an absolute conmonvealth. The Fresbyterians hoped 
that conditions would be restored as they existed in England 
in 1648, The Cavaliers were zealous for setting upon the throne 
the King with the same powers a king enjoyed before the Civil 
War. 
It was hardly possible to reconcile these three opposing 
parties; and if they had been let loose, they would have 
destroyed eech other and throw the whole nation into blood 
and confusion. lWothing therefore but giving a foreible superi- 
ority to one was capable to hold the other two in sub jection. 
After the dissolution of the Rump Parliament, Cromwell 
invited the Congregational Churches in eaeh county to nominate 
 








fit and godly persons, and from this list of nominees Cromwell 
and the Council of State selected 129 members to constitute 
the Parliament which was called to convene on July 4, 1655< 
This Parliament is Imown as the "Barebone 's Parliament," so 
called from one of its most active members. The members of 
this Perliament had been carefully chosen to represent the 
temper of sectarianism, and Cromwell hoped to rear with the 
support of Yarliament an intolerant church structure. 
But after five months, on December 12, 1653, the Bare= 
bone's Parliament was dissolved by Cromwell, The Barebone's 
Parliament hed represented an effort "to deliver to sectarianism 
legislative power in the quest for the ideal state." This 
experiment had failed because of the inexperience, the irre= 
conciliable aims, end the confusion of the sectarian strength 
that underlay the rule of the Army. Cromwell felt that the 
vrinciples of religious toleration required rather administra- 
tion than additional legislation for fulfillment”? 
Lambert and his friends had prepared the "Instrument of 
Government" before the dissolution of the Barebone's Farlia=- 
ment. Henee on December 16, 16535, Cromvell, assisted by a 
council, assumed supreme authority under the new constitution 
under the title of "Lord Frotector of the Commonwealth of 
England, Scotland, and Ireland." The "Instrument" also pro= 
vided for the election of a new parliament which should convene 
on September 3, 155, but until that time Cromwell and his 
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council were empowered to issue ordinances enjoying the 
force of law, 
As Lord Protector Cromwell immediately turned his atten= 
tion to his troublous domestic affairs. Cromvell's chief 
supporters were the Army, the Independents, and the city of 
London. Of theso three, Cromvell's chief dependence was on 
the Army. Since it was mede up of many different particns 
Cromwell took care to reform the Army by degrees till they 
were almost entirely at his disposition, He also maintained 
the support of tho Army by paying his soldiers well, and 
advancing them according to their merits, and geal for his 
government ,°° 
The Independents looked upon Gromwell as the head of their 
yarty, because he was-averse to church power but for universal 
toleration. The Taptists, whos with the Independents, were 
Cromvell's chief supporters till now, suddenly cooled in their 
affections for Cromvell when he assumed supreme authority as 
Lord Frotector,°+ Such a title was very offensive to the Bap- 
tists because under this title Cromwell assumed arbitrary 
Power which was not in keeping with the Baptists ultra-republicm 
sentinents. eo 
The city of London end especially the merchants of that. 
city stood behind Cromwell, The merchants gave their stipport 
to Cromwell beceuse they craved peace and a stable govern=- 
ment which vere prime necessities if they were to carry on = 
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a succossful trade, 
But Cromvell had many open enemies. He was obliged to 
Suppress fifteen open rebellions during five years of his 
reign, while secret plots threatened his life every doy .5? 
His chief enemies were found in three different groups < the 
Royalists, the Presbyterians, and the Levellers. ‘he royalists 
wore irreconciliable. They plotted to assassinate him, The 
Presbyteriens were in favor of a king end the Covenant, but 
the surprising advanconent of Cromvell to the protectorship 
filled them with now terrors, for they considered Cromvell not 
only as a usurpser but a sectarian who would countenence the 
froo exercise of religion to alk that would live peaceably 
under his sovermicnt. Though Cromwell assured the Fresby= 
terlans that he would continue religion on the basks of the 
present establishment, yet nothing would satisBy the Fresby= 
terians as long as their discipline was disarmed of its 
cocrcive powers 
But the Protector's main adversaries were the Common= 
wealth party itself. ‘This Commonwealth party was divided . 
into two branches. One branch had little or ne religion, but 
were for a democracy in the state and a universal liberty of 
conselence in religion. The heads of this branch were deists. 
It was almost impossible to work upon these men or reconcile 
them to the government of a single person, and therefore 
Cromvell disarmed this branch of its power.°> 
62. Kurts, Church History, wake Ss Pe Ll. 
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The members of the other branch of the Commonwealth 
party were enthusiasts end Fifth Hionarchy lien who were expec= 
ting King Jesus with a consequent one thousand year reign of 
Christ on earth. Most of the members in this group were for 
destroying the clergy and for abolishing anything that looked 
like a national establishnent ,°* 
liost of the Enthusiasts of these times centered them- 
selves in that group which was mown as the Quakers. Ho sect 
of this period was probably more universally hated and feared 
as these Guakers, Their contempt for public authority, their 
apparent irreverence, their strange truth and concuct, their 
extrene intolerance toward other Christian sects made them 
appear dangerous to civil and religious stability. For that 
reason the concerted wrath of an ege disposed to deal violently 
with such eccentric end anti-social grovps was poured out on 
these Quakers. 
From 1650 wo may date the rise of the Quakers. Their 
first leader, George Fox, went off from his friends in 1646 
‘and threw off ell further attendances in the public services in 
the Church, fhe reason Fox gave for this strange conduct of 
his was that it had been revealed to him that a. Learned 
education at the university was no qualification for a minister, 
but that all depended on the annointing of the Spirit, and 
that God who made the world did not dwell in temples mace with 
hands. 
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In 1648, George ox began to preach this doctrine. By 
1649 George Pox had become more troublesome by interrupting 
the public ministers in time of divine service. Soon there= 
after the magistrates of Derby confined him in prison for six 
months. In 1650 the followers of George Fox first regeived 
the name "Quakers," upon this ground, that their speaking to 
the people was usually attended with convulsive agitations 
end shakings of the body. 65 Those peculiarities of language, 
@ress, and manner which now distinguish this sect, bear the 
seal of their Leader Fox! imprimatur, end owe their origin to 
hin, 
These Quakers denied the Holy Scriptures to be the only 
rule of their faith, maintaining that every man had e light 
within himself which was a sufficient rule. When they met in 
their Geedsional meetings, one or another spoke-as they were 
moved from within, and sometimes they departed without anyone 
being moved to speak at all. Agreeable to this rule that every 
men had a light within himself, they declared against all sorts 
of clergy or sottled ministers, against people assembling in 
"steeple houses." They neither gave nor accepted any titles 
of respect or honor, They refused to take an oath on even the 
most solemm occasion. °° 
Te disturbance these Quakers give to the public service 
for a number of years wes so insufferable so that the magis- 
trates could not avoid punishing them as disturbers of the 
65, Ibid., po. 55-S1 
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peace, though later on thoy bocame a nore sober ond less 
offensive poonle, 
This group of Enthusiasts, Quakers, F1fth Monarchy Men, 
end others, Cromvell tried to gain by telling them that he 
had no intention of assuming the government but that it was 
absolutely necessary to keep the nation from falling to pieces. 
It wes Cronmvell's fortune that these open enomles of his 
held as rmch ermity toward each other as toward him. Crommell 
had the skill not only to keep them divided but to increase 
their jealousies of seach other, and by that moans to disconcert 
all their measures afainst himself, 
Because of the many Giverse sects and parties in England, 
some of whieh were Cromvell's open enémies, the task cf 
establishinre ea Church was certainly a Gifficult one for Crom 
well. When Cromvycll became Lord Protector in 1655 no problem 
seemed sraver than that of restoring order in the Church. What 
made the tesk more difficult was that Cromwell had to accom 
plish this in such a wey as to keep the support cf all the 
sects. “The ship of state mst be cerefully steered between 
the Scylla of intolerance and the Cherybdis of ecclesiastical 
disorder,"©7 
Though there was Lerally a successor te the old prelatical 
system, it was a rether ramshackle affair. The Presbyterian 
polity had been introduced, but it existed only where the 
clerfy were powerful enough to form a classis; and even where 
67. Eth fi. Kirby: "The 6 lian & ablishment" » 
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it existod it did not include all the ministers in that arsa.e 
The Directory which had displaced the Book of Common Prayer 
was not everyvheore used. Because of the quarrel over who 
bosssssed the power of cxcomnunication, the Sacrament of the 
Altar was seldom administered. As for Baptism, the scruples 
of the Galvinists over the question who should be baptized and 
the refusals of the Daptists to administer the rite to any but 
godly adults, had meant that Baptism was even no longer given 
as amatter of course. ‘The sacerdotal character of the sermon, 
which the Puritans had exalted as a means of grace earlier in 
the century, bad been lost, Little virtue could lie in ordi- 
Natien if every cobbler, tinker, and woman could preach who 
felt himself or herself competent to do 80.5 
The principles cf the Church which Cromiell was to esta=- 
blish were set forth in the "Instrument of Govermuent." But 
no ene was forced to attend the Established Churches 411 who 
professed "faith in God by Jesus Christ were permitted to 
worship separetely as long as they did not disturb the public 
peace or worship of others. ‘This Liberty was not given to 
"Yonery or Erelscy nor to such, as under the Frofession of 
Christ, hold forth and practise Licentiousnesse" The Anglicans, 
the Fapists, the Familists, or Libertines were thus grouped 
together as non-tolerable. The Anglicans were excluded because 
of their roynlist sympathies. Thus from the very first ‘ 
tolorance was sct aside for reasons of state.°? Nevertheless, 
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Cromwell treated the liomanist and Anglican groups mildly. ”° 
Cromueli's proposals for a church establishment -called 
for two bodies: the ejectors, who were, as the, name implied, 
to expel ungodly ministers, and the triers, who were to admit 
qualified minis ters. Both lay and clerical members wore to 
sit in the two groups. 
When Cromvell finally set up the Establishment in 16545 
he used this scheme. A study of the commission of triers 
reveals much about Cromwell's attitude toward the Church. In 
the first place, since he regarded the Fresbyterians, the 
Independents and thé Vaptists so nearly akin so that he was of 
the opinion that they should be able to work together, Cromwell 
| therefore aimed to establish a Furiten national church cone 
posed of these three moderate sects. Cromwell's speeches 
throughout the 1650's re-ccho this idea that the different 
sects by working together could greatly advance the kingdom 
of God on earth. Secondly, Cromvell favored a church in which 
laymen. had power; and that prompted him to place setarian 
laymen. as well as clergymen on the commissions of the triers 
and ejectors,?+ 
The ordinance which created the commission of triers was 
vague about the qualifications of the candidate. He must 
possess the "grace of God," be given to “holy and blameless 
conversation," and be able to preach the.Gospel. As to his 
‘ doctrine nothing wes said. There wes also no provision for 
70. fie Ke Jordan, Oe Cites vol. 2» PPe 194=200. 








ordination. The grounds for ejection, on the other hand, wore 
Specifically ommerated and ranged "from a scandalous life to 
the use of the Book of Comson Frayer, from disaffection of 
the govermucnt to the encouragement of Hay-poles,"72 
Since Cromwell felt that Parliament hed failed to provide 
i@ governnent of the new national church, he proceeded to for + 
rule the church according te his om ideas, vague as they 
were. ile was, of course, aided by the two commissions, but 
Cromzell was nevertheless the supreme authority. lot only had 
he taken over the vicht of appointment to 1: ivings which the 
king and the bishops and cathedral chapters had formerly dis- 
posed of, but if the lay impropriator did not fill a vacancy 
within two months, Cromvell had the power to fill it. His was 
also the final word as to whe should or should not be ejecbed.” 
4 considerabic number of clergy scom to have boen ejected, 
especially in the closing years of Oliver Cromwell's Protece 
torship. While ne liturgy, creed, or Thirty Nine Articles 
bound men's consciences, yet loyalty to the government wes the 
first thing demanded of cvery clergymen. The royalist uprising 
of 1655 made suspect those Anglican clergymon who had survived 
the cjections of the 1640's and 1654. Toward them the ¢jectors 
acted with considerable severity. The mere use of the Sook 
of Common Frayer was sufficient grounds to eject a clergymen, 
no maticor how able he wight be. “* 
72. ibid. s De 150-51, 
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Cromo1ll never achieved his ideal of a Puriten Church. 
the Presbyterians, Congrerationalists, end Baptists were much 
more widely separated than Crormell had thought. Although the 
clergymen of thase three moderate socts had worked together 
in his commissions, nevertheless, throughout the nation the 
sects were clinging more closely to their separatism because 
it wes a thing for whieh they had been fighting. 
The failure of Gromvell's national church can be attri- 
buted to two reasons. lirst, Grormell's ideal church was 
based on a rmuituel. forebearance ror which the English nation at 
this tice was not yet ready. His establishment failed, secondly, 
because it was based on Calvinistic theologye The doctrine 
that only the elect constitute the Ghureh cannot be reconciled 
with a netional elueh, 75 Although Cromwell did fail to achieve 
a strong netional church, he did nevertheless achieve a 
toleration which was relatively broad in scope. 
On September 1657, Gromvell had the distinction of having 
the Crown of fered tc him by Parliament, but he refused it, 
Two explanations for his refusal of the crown can be given: 
Cromvel1's ovm stern republican rectitude probably kept him 
from the assimption of royalty, or Cromwell feared that his 
acceptance of the crown wovld alienate the affection of the 
Aray which had always espovsed democratic principles and was 
therefore bitterly opposed to the title "King. 076 
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His health broken by excessive toil and advancing ago, 
Oliver Cronvwell died on September 5S, 1658, in his palace at 
Whitehall. Long reviled as a regicide, a hypocrite, and a 
tyrant, Cromvell is now recomized as a wise, just, and patri- 
otic ruler.” Cromwell was a creat soldier and statesman of his 
age. Few men could have steered the Commonwealth through so 
Many storms and hurricanes as the many factions of these times 
had raised in the nation. Yet, in spite of his great efforts, 
Cromvoll did not achieve his ideals. As a result, in the last 
years of the Coumonwealth there was rising discontentment in
the nation, and reworse and bitterness filled Cromwell's heart, 
Upon the death of Oliver Cromwell, all the discontented 
spirits in the nation resumed their courage. Highteen months 
of onarchy ensued. Disunicn pervaded the Army. The nations, 
sensible of its dorradation, longed for the restoration of the 
Church snd the throne. ”@ 
Richard Gromiell, the Protector's son, was weak, ineffri- 
cient, retiring and therefore did not possess the capacity and 
resolution to be at the helm of the nation in woisterous tines 
as these. Having been seduced into dissolving Farliament, 
his mein support, Richard Cromwell resigned within eight months 
efter he had taken over the helm of the New Frotectorate. 
Confusion wos the order of the day. The different corps 
of the Army were rising against cach other. Sect raved against 
sect. Party plotted arainst party. In the meantime, Hionlc, 
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who had been commanding in Scotland, advanced and entered 
London in 1659. le was felt to be the arbiter of the national 
fate because he controlled so many disciplined regiments. 
Each party was asking Monk to satisfy their ambitions for 
Power. Finally Monk convened the Rump Pa®liament, and those 
fresbyterian members vho had been expelled by the Army now 
  
returned to their seats. The Independent leaders were no 
longer safe in the streets nor in their owm dwellings. ”? 
As a result of the election that was held in England, the 
Rump Ferliancnt dissolved itself itself and a new Parliament, 
consisting of e coalition of royalists and Presbyterians, 
cane into bo ing £0 The two houses immediately invited Charles II, 
who had been wandering about on the continent, to take over the 
throne of England. Arriving at Dover on May 26, 1660, May 29th 
found Charles II riding in triumph through the jubilant 
metropolis London to the palace of Whitehall.- The restoration 
of the monarchy had been affected. The nation was to return 
to the old lines of the English Constitution. England was -— - 
drunk with joy! 
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IV. THE PURITANS' LOSS OF POWER IN THE RESTORATION 1660-1688 
The Reign of Charles II, 1660-1685 
When Charles II ascended the throne of England in 1660, 
Puritanism was held in general contempt throughout the nation. 
The theology, the manners, end the dialect of the Puritens had 
become a scoff and a reproach. To a great extent tho Puritans 
had brought this storm of unpopularity upon themselves. 
The Puritan regime had been unscrupulously strict in the 
passing and carrying out of its teen » especially those laws 
belonging to the moral sphore. ‘Through the Puritan legal codes, 
the English peoples' favorite games and most popular amuse= 
ments had been subverted. May=-poles were hewn down; rope= 
dancing, puppet shows, bowling, horse-racing, wrestling-matches, 
and all similar diversions were placed under a judicial ban 
under the Puritan regime. 
The Puritans meant in this to uphold the interests of 
morality, but their indiscrimination balked them of success 
and covered them with hate in the eyes of the English people. 
Recreation is assontial both to happiness and to health. “ 
Amisements that are improper must necessarily be discountenanced; 
on the other hand, amisements that are proper should be 
encouraged. The Puritans failed to make this distinction 
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between improper and proper amusements and, as a result, 
banned all ammsemonts. It is no wonder that they should incur 
the contempt of the Emglish veople for such drastic and unrea= 
sonable actions. 
Furthermore, the Puritans as a‘ Church exercised a coercive 
authority which does not belong to the Church, The . Church 
should use every spiritual weapon in its warfare against vice 
and in its efforts to lift the world out of the sloughs of 
sin. levertheless, the Church usurps the power of the sword 
when it attempts to force men to be moral through civil penal= 
ties. This the Puritans were guilty of vhen they tried to 
better the public morals through penal legislation. 
Even the most devout. and upright of the Furitan teachers 
failed to recognize humen nature. They forgot or overlooked 
that the best of men are but men at the best, and that if 
human beings strive to wind themselves too high, sooner or 
later something must snap. It indeed ought to have been 
possible to make England a nation of honest, God-fearing foll, 
but 1t wes impossible to make it a nation of saints of the 
Puritan type. 
When the Restoyation wos effected, the rebound from the 
high pressure enforced under the Puritan regime was sudden and 
dangerous. ‘hen the Puriten restraint had been removed,\a 
general licentiousness and infidelity followed. As a result, 
the morality of the nation in the ensuing years reached its 
lowest ebb so that there is no reign of English history, with 
2. J. S. Flym, The Influence of Puritanism, pe 7.  
the possible exception of that of John, on which an English- 
man looks back with creater shame and humiliation than that 
of Charles I1,° 
The nation, revelling in its freedom, burst out into a 
reaction of frivolous amsoements and criminal indulgencies, 
Women actresses were introduced into the theatres, which had 
not been Imowm till that time. The most lewd and obscene 
Plays were brought on the stagee Under the color of drinking 
to the King's health all sorts of debauchery were revivede* 
The example of a good and moral king would have done much 
to counteraet the evils of these times. But Charles had seen 
too mich of the Furitans not to understand them. He thought 
them to be hypocrites. Charles therefore ridiculed the 
absurdities of the Puritans and was determined to free himself 
from their restraints. Unfortunately in so doing, Charles freed 
himself from religion also.” 
The Puritans looked on these scenes grief=-stricken. The 
Independents had little to hope, since they had been Cromwell's 
special friends, The Baptists, though strongly republican in 
their principles, had also enjoyed the esteem and protection 
of Cronmvrell. The most the Independents and the Baptist could 
hope for was a toleration. 
The Presbyterians had higher hopes since they had been 
very influential in opposing Cromwell and restoring the Stuarts 
  
S. A. H. Horey ov. clits, p. S81. 
4. De Neal, opeetnc Yole4, PeL295~6 WC .liartyn, Ope Gites p.404, 
5, A. He Hore, Ope Cites De 382. 
  
to the seat of government. Consoquently. the Presbyterians 
possessed an earnest expectation that the Establishment 
would be stretched to take them into its fold. 
The Presbyterian hopes were buoyed when six weeks before 
the opening of Parliament, on March 25, 1661, a royal com 
mission was addressed to forty two bishops and other divines 
of both the Anglican and Presbyterian faiths to settle the 
Govermment of the Church and revise the Prayer Book. This 
resulted in the Savoy Conference which was given that name 
because it took place in the Savoy Palace. 
At this conference the Fresbyterians were divided in their 
sentinents, Some were in favor of insisting only on a few 
important things, reckoning that if they were gained and a 
union followed, it might be easier to obtain others afterwards. 
Eut the majority, because of the influence of Richard Bexter, 
were for extending their desire to the utmost. They thought 
themselves bound by the words of the commission to offer 
everything they thought might conduce to the peace of the 
Church, without considering what influence their numerous 
demands might have upon the minds of those who were now their 
suppriors in numbers and strength.® 
However, the Presbyterians were sorely disheartened when 
the Anglicans insisted that the Frosbyterians present a coll- 
plete statement of the changes demanded, leaving the Anglicans 
to review the list and to accept or reject it in part of in 
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whole.” ow the Fresbyterians became convinced that all they 
Could expect was a few amendments in the liturgy and the Book 
of Common Frayer. Only at the last moment, therefore, did 
Baxter somewhat hastily draw up a statement of the desired 
chances, These changes were approved by the Presbyterian 
Group, and five members of the group.were chosen to present 
the request to the bishops. 
Before the bishops the Presbyterians found themselves 
eubarressed and overvhelmed, end only Baxter and Calamy 
attempted to defend their position.© In the end some degree 
of compromise was proposed by the bishops, but these revisions 
do not include the main points &t which the Erdbytertans 
aimed - the disuse of the surplice, the abolition of kneeling 
in the reception of the Holy Commumion, and the alteration of 
the responsive system of prayer into that of prayer by the 
minister alone. In respect to these points the Church Party 
was immoveable.’ As with the Hampton Court Conference under 
the first Stuart, James I, the outcome of this Savoy Conference 
was most likely concluded beforehand at court, and nothing 
more was intended?than to drop the Presbyterians with a show 
of decency. >° 
Upon his accession to the throne, Charles immediately put 
the machinory in motion to restore Episcopacy to its former 
ee T 
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Power and prestige which it pessessed before the Puritan 
regime had trampled 41t into the dust. 
4n important legislative step towards a restoration of 
Episcopacy wes talzen by the passing of an "Act for the con- 
firming and vestering of liinisters." As the Episcopally 
ordained clergy had been driven away from their churches, 
their parsonages, their tithes, and their glebes, the Furitans 
had stepped into the vacated bonefices and were settled in 
them securely by an Ordinance of Ferliament. As a result most 
of the perishes throughout England and Wales in the years- 
1645-1660 hed for their incumbents men who had not received 
Episcopal ordination. 
The purpose of this Act then was to confirm in their 
positions these clergy who were occupying benefices which had 
become vacant through death of the displaced incumbent or 
otherwise, and to restore those displaced incumbents who maine 
tained their claim to bonefices from vhich they had been 
ejected, Under this Act many of tho non-Episcopal clergy had 
to retire from the livings into which they had intruded so that 
the old, persecuted clergy who had been turned out of them 
fifteen or sixteen years bofore might be restored to their 
flocks, 21 
The question of the munber of Episcopalean clergy who 
were deprived of their livings by the Farliamentary committees 
during the period of the Civil War and the Commonwealth is a 
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subject which has ofton engaged the attention of historians, 
but 1t is one which is likely to remain an unsolved problem, 
Welker himself, cho attempted a work which few people would 
have the patience to emulate, wes obliged to confess failure, 
and his numbers are manifestly incomplete. Walker's actual 
list of the ejected Episccpal clergy contains the names of 
about 2300 parochial clergy, but his cw estimate of the total 
was 7,000 or even more. 
lir, Stoughton remarks that the question of the number of 
the ejected clerry has always been treated as a party question 
and that "the proper subject of investigation would be found, 
not in numerical statistics, but in the rvles leid dow to 
regulate the sequestretions,"2° Stoughton rejects Dr. Walker's 
figures as extreme and points out that if such a lerge mumber 
had been ejected, one would expect that at the Restoration e 
comparatively large munber would have returned to their 
livings. On the other hand, Stoughton also rejects the untenable 
view of the Puritans who claim that although 2,000 were } 
ejected, half of these were allowed to return during the    
   
   
Commonwealth and Protectorate. Referring to Baillie's letters, 
to a tract in the Uarleian iliscellany, to British liuseum Add, 
WSS, 15,669, which ho calls a "list of sequestrations in Essex," 
and to the computation given by John Withers,+* Stoughton gives 
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the number of the ejected Episcopal clergy as 2000 or 2500 
as the outside limit. 25 It is, of course, impossible to 
arrive at anything more than en approximate figure. ‘ 
But half a coneration of exile » War, persecution, poverty, 
end hardship had greatly diminished the number of tho e jected 
clergy, ond not a few were unwilling to displace the existing 
Possessors where they wore men whom they respected. Hence, a 
very considerable portion of the parishes of the land were 
' Still served by ministers who had not beon episcopally ordained 
until the Church finally pressed the necessity of Episcopal 
ordination for their ministers, This led to the Act of Uni- 
formity of 1662 when numbers of these ministers were episcopally 
ordained although many preferred rather to give up their 
benefices.15 
During the reign of Charles four important acts were 
Passed which made it dangerous if not almost impossible for a 
furitan to give voice to his beliefs. These four acts = the 
Corporation Act, the Act of Uniformity, the Conventicle Act, 
and the Five-mile Act - are referred to as the "Clarendon Code" 
which set forth definitely the policy of the Restoration toward 
religion. 
The Corporation Act was passed in December, 1661. It 
compelled all officials in mmicipal corporations to receive 
the Holy Cormmmion according to. the rites of the Church of 
England, to renounce the Solem League and Covenant and the 
15. G. Be Tathan ° cit. De 89, 




"traitorous position of the legality of taking arms by the 
King's authority against himself or his officers."~* 
Upon receipt of the revised Prayer Book, a biting Act of 
Uniformity was passed by Farliament in 1662, For the first 
tine Episcopal ordination was made an indispensable qualifi= 
cation for church preferments, With this Act, the restoration 
of the Church may be said to have been completed, Furitanism 
had not met its Waterloo. 
As St. Bartholomew's Day had been chosen by the Furitans 
for the suppression of the Preyer Book in 1645, so St. Bartho- 
lonew's Day, Ausust 24, 1662, was to see its restoration. 
From St. Bartholomew's Day, 1662, the name Puritan disappears 
and that of Dissenter or Non-Conformist takes its place,22 
At lencth black St. Bartholomew's Day arrived. The terms 
of conformity in the Act of Uniformity were even severer than 
those Laud himself had ever prescribed. lo devout Puritan 
covld subscribe to those terms. The result was ejectment, On 
this Sunday, some 800 furitan ministers were ejected from the 
benefices which they had taken over.?9 To make the ejectments 
ell the more severe, no provision was made for the maintenance 
of the seauestered preachers, In the cases of Elizabeth when 
she enacted her Liturgy and Crommell when he rejected the 
royalists, both of these rulers provided for the ejeéted clergy 
by reserving a fifth part of the benefice for their subsistence, 
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but the ejectod Puritan clergy of 1662 did not even receive 
this small consideration. Some Furitean ministers escaped this: 
severity by accepting Episcopal ordination.©? 
However, tho Act of Uniformity did not stand alone long, 
for it was soon reinforced by the Gonventicle Act. This Act 
rendered any porson above the age of sixteen who should attend 
any relirious mecting where more than five people besides the 
household vere assembled, in which the Book of Common Frayer 
Was not used, liable to a fine and imprisonment. The third 
offense was punishable by banishment to the American planta] 
tions - other than New Englend and Virginia where they could 
find co-relirionists . 21 
: the ive-mile Act coripleted the collection of measures 
Imowm as the Clarendon Gode. By its provisions no clergyman 
who had been expelled from his living by the Act of Uniformity 
of 1662 was to come within five miles of a city or corporate 
town, or of any parish where he had formerly preached, unless 
he declared that he would not at any time attempt an alteratian © 
of government either in Church or State. As the Hon-confornist 
congregations were mainly in the town, this act cut them off 
from the ministrations of their chosen leaders. 
It was not only with the King nor the Church that the 
fion-conformists had to reckon, but with Parliament. The Hous. 
of Commons in particular bore no great love but a fierce hatred 
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toward the Dissenters. That is, however, just what the 
spitans could expect. During their relatively short triumph 
the Furitens had thoroughly opened the eyes of the nation. 
They hed upset everything, executed the King and Archbishop, 
made the use of tho Prayer Beok a punishable act, turned the 
clergy out of their livings. ‘The action of Parliament in 
formating this severe Clarendon Code cannot be regarded so 
mich in the Licht of intolerance, but as a sign of detestation 
of tho tyranny of the Puritans vhen they were at the height 
of their power and a precaution that the Puritans would never 
again be able to practise that tyranny e 
fn spite of the severe penal laws levelled against them, 
the Non-conformists still stood their ground. When the terrible 
plague begen in 1365 end grew worse day by day, many of the 
conformist ministers fled their posts. Some fled because they 
were timeservers only and others fled through fear. The Hon-= 
conformist clergy very readily stepped into the vacated posts, 
took up the pastoral work, ministered to the sick, buried the 
dead, and preached in the vacant puipits unless the authorities 
forbade. Fortunately for the Non-conformists, the dreadful 
Plague helped lessen momentarily the persecution to which the 
Dissenters had boen sub jected.-~ In the following year the 
city of London ley in ashes because of a dreadful conflagration 
which blazed for three days and destroyed most of the anti- 
quities of old London. 
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During these scourges the Dissenters gained a respite 
from persecution, but 4t was only a very brief one. During 
the next two years, 1667-1668, every effort was again being 
made to destroy the Non-conformists. The jeils were full to. 
overflowing. Since the Guakers made no effort at all to cone 
ceal their services, they furnished the majority of the jail 
Population, The Dissenters were beginning to fight back. 
Eeeting places were supplied with an extra door for the 
Pastor's escape. The informers were often beaten.- A guard 
Was kept over the entrances to meeting places. In some places 
the Dissentors' enomies were overawed so that the business of 
informer became dangerous to Life and linb,”9 
Because of an over~increasing complaint from the Churchmen 
of the growing mmbers of Noneconformity, of the lack of 
secular support in enforeing the laws, Archbishop Sheldon in 
1669 ordered a new survey of the kingdom to determine the 
numbers and character of the Non-conformist body. ‘The report 
revealed sone 120,000 = 123,000 Presbyterians and Independents 
with 1,138 teachers, 1,254 conventicles, and 907 houses where 
meetings were held. ““ Turner, however, thinks that this report 
is incomplete and is therefore an underestimate of the mumbers 
Which appear to be in the proportion of one to ten of the 
population, 75 
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Angered over the fact that Mon-conformity was.still 
thriving in England as evidenced by Archbishop Shéldon's report, 
Forliament in 1670 ronewed the Conventicle Act with a view to 
stricter observance on the part of the Dissenters. One of the 
new clauses in this renewed Act bound all miclatraens under 
fine, to its stern execution.§© 
Although the Dissenters were feeling the full weight of 
the Parliament's end King's oppressive measures, nevertheless, 
there was a rift developing between the King and Parliament. 
Protestantism was being menaced on the Continent. Louis XIV 
Was at the height of his carcer of conquest. Charles II looked 
on unconcernod, but England was alarmed. Parliament, frightened 
by the precarious situation of Protestantism on the Gontinent 
and by the ever increasing number of Romanists at home, 
petitioned the King for the banishment of the Jesuits and the 
suppression of the Romanist worship in England. Since Commons 
persisted in its petition, Charles II dissolved Parliament. 
Calling to his assistance five eouneillors - called the CABAL”! 
from the initial letters of their names ~ Charles undertook 
to govern by the prerogative. : 
From now on it becomes more end more apparent that Charles’ 
heart wos with Rome, if not for religious then at least for 
political reasons. Charles had allied himself with the power= 
ful papist, Louis XIV of France, against the Protestant 
ee RD 
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Netherlands, Therefore, Charles deemed it a very expedient 
move if he could but- appease the Protestants and at the same 
time save the Catholics in England. He hoped to accomplish 
this through his "Declaration of Indulgence" in 1672 which 
suspended all penal laws against Catholics and Dissenters 
alike, The majority of the Dissenters, however, refused to 
accept a boon which they were to share with the papists. 
When Farliament met in 1673, the storm broke. The Dutch 
War was opening and the King needed funds, but the Commons was 
interested only in the "Declaretion of Indulgence." then 
Charles discovered that he would not get any funds because of 
his exercise of the dispensing power, Charles gave way end is 
issued a proclamation withdrawing the indulgence. Since 
Commons saw that tho danger of Romanism was imminent, it secured 
Passage of tho "Test Act'' which confined all places of office 
or trust to conformists alone. This was a severe blow at the 
papists since many of them held high offices. This Test Act 
at once broke the CABAL. 
Now once more the Dissenters entered the dark valley. 
Dissene 
The 
whole pack of informers were agein released on theme 
ters of all creeds were subject to the same severe persecution. 
Because of the Five-mile act, many Non-conformist ‘clergy who 
lay concealed in distant places from their flocks in the day- 
time, redo thtrty or forty miles to preach to them in the might 
end returned to their hiding places again before daylight.2° 
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The informers were also very diligent in hunting after 
their game, Like wendering strollers, they went about looking 
for their prey. ‘The soldiers also behaved with great rudeness 
and violence, When they failed to locate a dissenting mini- 
ster where they had expected him to be, the soldiers went into 
the bens and other buildings and sometimes thrust their swords 
up to their hilts in the hay .and straw where they supposed the 
minister might be concealed,” Since these soldiers often made 
havoc with the minister's foods, many ministers with their 
faullies:were compelled to the necessity of living upon brow 
rye-bread and water; but few wore reduced to public beggary.°° 
The bohevier of the Quakers was very extraordinary and 
had something in it that looked like the spirit of martyrdom. 
They mot at the same place and hour as in times of liberty, 
and when the officers came to seize them none of them would 
stir. but they 211 went together to prison. The Quakers stayed 
in prison ti11 they were dismissed, for they would not ask to 
be set at liberty nor pay the fines set upon them, not even | 
the prison fees, When they were finally discharged from the 
prison, they went to their meeting house again as before. Even 
after the foams to their meeting pleces had been shut up by 
the civil magistrates, the Quakers assembled in great numbers 
in the street before the doors.°~ 
While the authorities wore trying their best to extirpate 
-29, Ibid., 
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the Dissenters, the papists were plotting to take away the 
King's life, to subvert the constitution, to introduce poperys 
and to wipe out the Frotestant religion root ‘and branch,>” 
Though Charles had beon more than friendly to the papists, yet 
the Catholics wanted a different king on the throne beeause 
they Imew Charles would only trot for them, but they wanted a 
King that would gelloo for their causo.°° This unsuccessful 
Plot in 1678 is lmown in history as the Fopish Plot from the 
nature of its design and the quality of the conspirators. 
The discovery of this plot spread a prodigious alarm ove 
the nation and awakened the fear of those who had been lulled 
into a fatal security. This was reflected in the election of 
1679 when 21] parties exerted themselves. The low-churchmen 
and Dissenters were beginning to make common cause; the high= 
churchmen and the royalists were doing the same. 
This gave rise to tho historie Whig and Tory parties in 
England, The ‘i:igs or Low Churchmen were the more zealous 
Frotestants and the declared enemies of popery, They were 
firm to the constitution and the liberties of their country. 
If a union with the Dissenters could not be brought about, 
then they maintained that the Dissenters should be at least 
tolerated. Naturally, the Dissenters fell in unanimously with 
the Whigs or low-churchmen, Since the Whig party was intent 
on confining the royal prerogative within the limits of law, 
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their adversaries charged them with republican peianigioe and 
gave them the roproachful name of "Whigs" or "sour milk," a 
name first riven to the most rigid Seot covonanters.°* 
The Tories or liigh-Churechnen, on the other hand, stood on 
the side of the prerogative ana were for advancing the King 
above law. ‘They favored increasing the name and authority of 
the Church and therefore despised the Dissenters and were in 
favor of any coercive methods that might bring these Dissenters 
back to conformity with the Establishment. Their adversaries 
therefore save these high-churehmen the name of "Lories," a 
title first given to Irish robbers who lived under plunder 
and were prepared for any daring or villainous enterprise.°” 
The Whig and Tory parties were now pitted against each 
othor in Farliement. When Parliement met in 1679 » its tone was 
80 independent that Charles prorogued it. Vhen it assembled 
again In 1680, the Whig party exerted a great influence in the 
passage of two resclutions = one that the acts of Parliament 
made in the reigns of Elizabeth and King James against the 
Papist ought not to be extended to the Protestant Dissenters; 
the other thet the prosecution of Protestant Dissenters at this 
time was weakening tne Protestant interest and endangering the 
public peace.©© When Parliament at the same time in the "Bill 
of Exclusion" tried its best to remove the Duke of Yorks a 
papist, from the line of succession to the throne, this was 
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more than Charles could stomach, Hence Charles abruptly dis-= 
Solved Parliament beforc any of its rosolutions could be 
molded into law. 
In 1681 another Parliament assembled at the Westminster 
Hall, But Charles angrily dismissed this Parliament after 
Seven days when he ‘Learned that tho "Bill of Exclusion" was 
again to be brought up for discussion. This Parliament was 
the last one that Charles ever faced. 
liow Charles had a double notive for his persecution of 
the Dissenters, for they were now Whigs in politics as well 
28 Dissenters in religion. The King had come to fecl strongly 
that the Whie Party at its roots represented the Non-conformist 
party. .As his troubles with Parliament grew, Charles became 
nore intent on destroying Non-conformity. The persecution 
Which he now set afoot for the remainder of his reign Imew no 
cessation and was without relief. , 
Death finally intervened in February 1685 and remcved the 
Persecuting band of Charles from the Dissenters, Kurtz and 
Wartyn make the assertion that Charles II, on his deathbed, 
formally wont over to the Noman Catholic Church and haa the 
coummion and extreme unction administered by a Catholic prieste? 
Charles' court had been a scene of luxury and all kinds 
of lewdness. Because of Charles! profuse expenses upon imiay~ 
ful plessures, he was forced to the necessity of becoming a 
Pensioner of France and Louis XIV."8 Religion was for Charles’ 
37 Kurtz opecit. Ye LBS We Ge Martyn, o eCites Pe £70. 
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not mich more than en ongine of state. He hated the Dissen- 
ters because they were opposed to the royal prerogative. His 
chief concern at last was for his brother's succession to the 
throne, This fact coupled with the fact thet Charles was 
closely allied with mighty Louis XIV to a great extent explains 
Charles' popish leanings during the latter half of his reign, 
The Reign of James II. 1685 = 1688 
When James IL ascended the throne of England in 1685, 
the ruins of the Anglican Church caused by the Puritan regime 
had well nigh been repaired. The Anglican Church was not only 
in name but in reality the church of the nation. Improvements 
hed also been made in the Ghurch. The bishop's visitation was 
urged and taken with a greater seriousness. There was more 
oxhortation to decency and godliness in secular life. Church= 
wen were more carefully scrutinized. Wore care was taken in 
the education of candidates for ordination, and an attempt was 
being made to supervise those who had been ordained but were 
still lacking definite appointment.°? The Furitan movement was 
no doubt largely instrumental in foreing an improvement of 
conditions in the Anglican Church. 
The Anglican Church had again reached a glorious hedght 
in power and prestige in 16853; the plight of the Dissenters, 
on the other hand, was a very unhappy one. The jails were 
Tilled to overflowing with Dissenter population, James Ii's 






accession found 5000 Quakers in priscn.“9 Although the other 
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sects were more wary, thoy, too, as well as the Quekers, went 
to prison, suffered in fines, and went abroad, Recognizing 
their danger, the Dissenters fought back as best they could. 
lioney was found with which to fight arrests. The liabeas 
Corpus Act was invoked to free prisoners. Consequently the 
gevernnent was forced to fight the eases wherever possible. 
This largoly nullified any profit the governnent might reap from 
these cases, " 
To the sorrow of the Dissenters but to the surprise and 
delight of the Ang elicans, James II announced at the beginning 
of his reign that "he would not invade eny man's property but 
Would preserve the government as by lew established in church 
end state,"** with this proclemation, the Dissenters lost hope 
of bettering their condition, ‘The Anglicans, on the other 
hand, were filled with joyful anticipation. This proclamation 
by James had cratified the Anglicen clergy so mich that the 
Pulpits throughout England resounded with thanksgivings. _ 
Iumerous addresses from these same pulpits flattered His Majesty 
in the strongest expressions. The Anglicans assured James of 
unshaken loyalty and obedience without limitation or Preserves 
Parliament had also been cajoled by James* proclamation. 
“hen Parliament mot in Mey 1685, James reiterated his promise 
to preserve the existing government in Ghurch and State. This 
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Ferliament proved to be as blind to James’ ulterior motives 
as tho Anglicon Chuvch. Hearing James! repeated declaration 
regarding the Anglican Church, Farliomont became thoroughly 
Satisfied with James. As a result Parliament settled all the 
revenues of Charles II upon Jemes for life, This life annuity 
amounted to 2,000,000 pounds a year and enabled James to 
meintain a fleet and an army without the aid of Parliament. 
Consequently, Parliament had in reality given Jamies enough 
Power so that he might subdue any who should oppose his wil,” 
In addition, Parliament presented James an address 
requesting him to put in full execution the penal laws against 
the Dissenters from the Church of England. James hastened to, 
carry out the Parliament's request. This again brought down 
upon the Dissenters a storm of persecution rhich had slackeried ° 
a little upon the late king'd death. As a result all meeting 
houses of Frotestant Dissenters were closed. The old trade of 
informing revived and flourished. .The ecclesiastical courts 
were crowded with business. Private conventicles in all parts 
of the city and comtry were being disturbed. 
In the meantime an event occured which gave James a new 
pretext for severity against the Dissenters. The more prominent 
framers of that Parliamentary bill of 1680 to exclude James 
from the throne had, upon the accession of James, left England 
end sought refuge on the continent. Here these men, many of 
whon were Dissenters, began to plot. They gave the Duke of 
  
45. Ibid., p. 145. Fox, History of the Reign of James Il, 
quoted TH-W."C. liartyn, o9. Giter pe 47. 
 
  
Hommouth, @ natural son of Charles II, the leadership in a 
conspiracy to dethrone James by rallying the Scottish Presby— 
terions and the Engiish Dissenters to the support of the insur=- 
rection. The attempt was made. Argyle landed on the north 
Side of the Tweed; Monmouth landed on the west coast of the 
islend, But since this foolhardy ettempt was made at a tire 
when Jemes still hed the loyal good-will of the nation, it 
net with utter defent.** 
these ill-fated rebellious attempts on the part of Argyle 
and Honmouth gave e besis for the government's activity and 
methods in its perscevtion of the Dissenters. James was deter- 
mined as never before to wreak his cruel vengeneance on the 
Dissenters. As a result the jails were again filled to over= 
flowing. ‘The persecution had reached such proportions of 
severity that the Quakers petitioned Jemes for mercy, declaring 
the 1500 Guakers hed gone to prison in the first year and a 
half of his reign.*5 Jeremy white had collected a list of 
60,000 lion-confommists who had suffered.since 1660, White - 
refused an offer from James of 1000 pounds for the list. . 
Therefore until April 1687, the Dissenters, because of Non= 
mouth's Rebellion, suffered largely under the charge of 
rebellion, the severest persecutions through which they had | 
yet been called to passe 
S
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But James was also to lose the food wili and the loyal 
Support of the Anglicans. As soon as he had seduced Parlia— 
ment to prent him the monns to build an army of the size he 
Wanted, Jaries threw off his mask. Jemes had gained his point. 
How he could do whet he wanted. ow Jemes appesred in his 
true light as an enemy of Episcopacy but an avowed supporter 
of the papists. In 1637 James therefore suspended all penal 
lavs against Dissenters _and Catholics by his “Declaration of 
Freedom of Conscience." James justified this action on the 
grounds that he was an ardent advocate of universal toleration. 
John Reresby explaining this liberal view of James II says, 
"It wes well understcod that his (James") view was to divide 
the protestant churches, 'divide et impera,' that so the 
Papists might with the more ease possess themselves of the 
highest place."*"As it wes, this "Declaration" included the 
setting asice of the Test Oath, Hence James was able to fill 
all civil ond military offices with Catholics. c 
48 @ result of the "Declaration" the Anglicans were in 
despair and almost at their wits end. They saw themselves on 
the brink of ruin. ‘Turning their eyes all about them | 
for relief, the Anelicans begged support from the Dissenters, 
giving them the strongest assurance of a toleration in better 
times if they would but assist the Anglicans in delivering 
them out of their present troubles. The King also solicited 
the support of the Dissenters by preferring them to places 
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of profit and trust.*° 
In spite of all the initial successes James was having 
in reconverting. England to a popish nation, there was one 
circumstance which spread a black cloud over all his attempta 
This was the near prospect of a Frotestant. successor to the 
Crom, the only hope of the Protestants and the terror of the 
Papists. To remove this impediment, James first attempted to 
convert his oldest deughter, Mary, princess of Oranges to the 
Papist religion. Hence James II wrote his daughter an obliging 
letter, reciting the motives of his om conversion which were 
"the great devotion of the church of Rome; the adorning their 
churches; their acts of charity, which were greater than the 
protestants could boast of; the numbers who retired from the 
world and devoted themselves to a religious 1ife."*? Howevers 
it appeared that Queen Mary was immoveably fixed in her 
religion and that there was not the least prospect of her 
departing from it. 
By alienating the Anglican Church James had set the | 
Whole nation against him. There was no question of the 
nation's allegiance to the Church and their bitter hatred of 
the papists, It was also foolish on the part of James to put 
a slight on the ancient nobility by turning most of his servants 
out of their places because they were Protestants. The 
churchmen and the aristocracy therefore opened secret ~ 
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negotiations with William of Orange, the husband of James! 
daughter Mary, inviting William to come to England to inter= 
vene on behalf of the liberties and religion of the country. 
The Dissenters, trusting in the tolerant principles cf William 
of Orange, gave their active support to these nefotiations. 
Hot until he had been warned of his danger by the King 6f 
France did Jamos begin to yield. He then saw that his hopes 
lay in the Church of ingland, and in more than one interview 
with them he sought assistance from) the bishops he had treated 
s0 111. In order to regain the favor and support of the 
Anglicans, James dissolved the High Commission, reinstated the 
Church of England magistrates whom he had deprived of office, 
ond requested the Archbishop to frame some Collects suitable 
to the present danger,52 
But too late! On November 5, 1683, William of Orange 
lended with an equipped army at Torbay and marched on to 
Exeter. One by one James's friends fell from him. On 
December 25rd, James, efter a previous unsuccessful attempt, 
fled from Englend never to return. ‘Thus a great and powerful 
monarch wes in a few weeks reduced to a condition little better 
than that of a wandering pilgrin. 
On the same day that James fled from England, \iilliem 
ontered London. Nothing covld have been more fortunate for 
William than Jemes' flight from England to France, This flight 
furnished the convention parliament a plausible occasion to 
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Pass a vote that the king: had alidicated the crown and that 
the throne was therefore vacent. William was therefore voted 
the crow jointly with James! daughter lary. a revolution 
of 1688 was thereby accomplished. 
Early in the yeer 1689, the Bill of Toleration was 
Passed. This bill may be termed the "Magna Charta of Dissent." 
It legalized dissent, Although the Corporation and Test Acts 
still excluded the Dissenters from the exercise of all poli= 
tieal richts and although the Dissenters were still obliged to 
pay church dues and tithes to the Episcopal clergy of their 
dioceses, nevertheless, their right of worship outside of the 
English Church was et last recognized. Despotism had drawn 
its last breath; religious libe>ty was commencing its reign. 
Under the shelter of the Bill of Toleration 1689 the 
distinctive history of the English Puritans comes to a close. 
Even under the Restoration, Puritan hod begun to be:merged in 
Dissenter and Non-conformist. Though the name "Puritan" had 
been dropped in England at this time, nevertheless, the 
Puritan spirit lived on and manifested itself especially in 
the great licthodist revival of the eighteenth century. 
= Conclusion <= 
. 48 we pause to weigh the spoils and count the trophies 
of this tremendous Puritan sfruggle, we find that English 
Puritanism was not only a religious movement, but it was also 
en integral part of a great national political struggle. 
135 
The religious aspect of Puritanism camot be divorced from 
its political manifestations. 
4s a religious movement Puritanism attempted far reaching 
reforms in the government and liturgy of tho Anglican Church. 
Since Furitanism was thwarted in its efforts to reform the 
Anglican Church from within, it separated from the Established 
Church and becano the progenitor of some of the major Protes- 
tant commmions of today = the Baptist, the Presbyterian, the 
Congregational, and the Methodist. 
Similtencously and comnectively with its efforts to 
achieve a relicicus reform in the Establishment, the Puritan 
movement lent its unfailing support in the national struggle 
to check the infringements on English liberty which the 
Crow's use of the prerogative had made. In this national 
struggle, the Puritans had as their allies the Parliament and 
the rising middle Classes, especially the land owners. 
Thus furitanism, within and without the English Church, 
Produced a very strong effoct in molding the English character. — ; 
As a body, the Puritans were quite unpopular in Englend. The 
ostentatious simplicity of their dress, their sobor aspects, 
their nasal twang, their abhorrence of polite amisements made 
them the theme of unmeasured derision. 
The cardinal error of the Puritans lay in their narrow 
conception of God as the God of righteousness alone. 
their religion tended to lack gladness and lent to Furiten 
devotion and Furitan sainthood a somewhat gloomy character. 
Hence 
166 
The Puritan emphasis on God's sovereignty and man's 
depravity also necessitated a stern and repressive moral 
discipline, The lacunae of the New Testament the Puritans 
filled up with moral procepts and civil laws derived from the 
Old Testament. This discipline was made even more severe by 
the literal-mindedness that was characteristic of the Puritan 
tradition, This strict moral discipline the Puritans attempted 
to impose on Englend through penal legislation. ‘Thus the 
Turitens became very odious in the eyes of the English people. 
The Puritans depreciated the outward. Therefore their 
Contribution to English art is very limited. Although in the 
field of letters, Puritanism did produce some great men as 
John liilton and John Bunyan, yet the Puritan literal-mindedness 
tended to make the Puritans prosaic and distrustful of works 
of imagination, such as poetry and romance, 
However, the Puritan tradition had some far reaching 
Positive effects on the life of the English nation. Beyond 
any doubt Furitanism made possible and common a sound home of 
life in England, at least so far as its influence on sexual 
morality is concerned, 
The Puritan tradition also had a considerable reaction on 
industry. Furitanism cut men off from wasteful expenditure 
and worldly pleasure. It stresséd that time and talents were 
not to be wasted. This tended to develop the spirit of . 
enterprise ond industry characteristic of modern capitalism. 
4 reverence for tho Scriptures, a high level of personal 
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morality, a strong senso of duty, an austere simplicity were 
Probably the moro noteworthy positive influences of the 
furitan movement on the 1ife and character of the English 
nation. Crossing the Atlantic, these Puritan influences wore 
also to have a maried effect in molding the character and 
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